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Vale  District  Grazing  Advisory 

Board  _  61640 

Outer  Continental  Shelf : 

Oil  and  gas  lease  sales;  quali¬ 
fied  joint  bidders,  list;  cor¬ 
rection  _  61640 

Withdrawal  and  reservation  of 
lands,  proposed,  etc. : 

California;  correction _ 61640 

LAW  ENFORCEMENT  ASSISTANCE 

ADMINISTRATION 


Rules 

Criminal  justice  information  sys¬ 
tems;  collection,  storage,  and 
dissemination  of  criminal  his¬ 
tory  records;  implementation 

date  extended _ ' _ 61595 

MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET  OFFICE 
Notices 

Clearance  of  reports;  list  of  re¬ 
quests  (2  documents) _  61698,  61699 

NATIONAL  INSTITUTES  OF  HEALTH 
Notices 

Carcinogensis  bioassay  reports; 
availability : 

Dapsone _ 61631 


Meetings: 

Clinical  Applications  and  Pre¬ 
vention  Advisory  Committee.  61632 
Dental  Caries  Program  Advisory 

Committee  _ 61632 

Diabetes  National  Advisoiy 
Board _ 61632 

NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 
Notices 

Environmental  statements:  avail¬ 
ability,  etc.: 

Fire  Island  National  Seashore, 

N.Y. :  management  plan _ 61654 

Historic  Places  National  Register: 
additions,  deletions,  etc.  (2 
documents) _  61641,  61653 

NAVY  DEPARTMENT 
Rules 

Navigation: 

Lights,  special.  Naval  vessels; 
additional  station  and  signal 
lights  _ 61696 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 
Notices  . 

Applications,  etc.: 

Central  Maine  Power  Co _ 61696 

Power  Authority  of  State  of  New 
York  _ 61697 

OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 

Proposed  Rules 

Injuries  and  illnesses,  recording 
and  reporting;  access  to  log  by 
employees:  extension  of  time..  61615 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Barber-Greene  Co _ 61656 


RECLAMATION  BUREAU 
Notices 

Environmental  statements:  avail¬ 
ability,  etc. : 

Missouri  River  Reservoirs _ 61654 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Environmental  statements:  avail¬ 
ability,  etc. : 

Southern  Maryland  Electric  Co¬ 


operative.  Inc _ 61617 

Loan  guarantees  proposed ; 

Dairyland  Power  Cooperative 

et  al _ 61617 

M  &  A  Electric  Power  Coopera¬ 
tive  _ 61617 


SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
Proposed  Rules 

Water  resources: 

Watershed  projects:  deauthori¬ 
zation  for  projects  without 

construction  _ 61599 

Notices 

Environmental  statements  on 
watershed  projects;  avail¬ 
ability,  etc.; 

Grove  Springs  Public  Water- 
Based  Recreation  RC&D 


Measure,  Okla _ _ 61618 

Wamogo  Regional  School  Land 
Drainage  Measure,  Conn . 61618 


TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Customs  Service;  Internal 
Revenue  Service. 

Notices 

Authority  delegations; 

Internal  Revenue  Commis¬ 
sioner;  immunity  orders  issu¬ 


ance  _  61700 

Notes,  Treasury: 

L-1981  series _ 61700 
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Executive  Orders; 
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Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 


HEW/FDA — Additional  standards  for  man¬ 
ufacture  of  Blood  Grouping  Serum. 

53534;  10-7-77 


List  of  Public  Laws 


Note:  No  public  bills  which  have  become 
law  were  received  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register  for  inclusion  In  today’s  List  of 
Public  Laws. 
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rules  one)  regulations 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 


The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


[  6325-01  ] 

-  Title  5 — Administrative  Personnel 

CHAPTER  I— CIVIL  SERVICE 
COMMISSION 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Justice 
AGENCY:  Civil  Senice  Commission. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  position  of  Special 
(Confidential)  Assistant  to  the  Solicitor 
General  is  excepted  under  Schedule  C 
because  it  is  confidential  in  nature. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  December  6,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

WUliam  Bohling,  202-632-4533. 

Accordingly,  5  CFR  213.3310(c)  (2)  is 
added  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3310  Department  of  Justice. 
***** 

(c)  Office  of  the  Solicitor  Gen¬ 
eral.  *  *  • 

(2)  One  Special  (Confidential)  Assist¬ 
ant  to  the  Solicitor  General. 

(5  U.S.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1954- 
1958  Comp.,  p.  218.) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[PR  Doc.77-34726  Piled  12-5-77:8:45  am] 


[ 3410-05 ] 

Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  VII— AGRICULTURAL  STABILI¬ 
ZATION  AND  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
(AGRICULTURAL  ADJUSTMENT),  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  B— FARM  MARKETING  QUOTAS 
AND  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS 

PART  725— FLUE-CURED  TOBACCO 

Subpart — Proclamations,  Determinations 
and  Announcements  of  National  Market¬ 
ing-  Quotas  and  Referendum  Results 

1978  National  Marketing  Quota  for 
Flue-Cured  Tobacco 

AGENCY :  Agricultural  Stabilization 
and  Conservation  Service. 

ACTION:  Final  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  has  determined  that  the  flue-cured 
tobacco  quota  shall  be  1,117  million 
pounds,  about  the  same  as  last  year.  The 
law  requires  this  announcement  by  De¬ 
cember  1,  1977.  This  action  is  being 


by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of 


taken  to  insure  adequate  supplies  of  flue- 
cured  tobacco  will  be  available  for  the 
1978-79  marketing  year. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  30,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Robert  L.  Tarezy,  202-447-7601,  Price 

Support  and  Loan  Division,  ASCS, 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  P.O. 

Box  2415,  Washington,  D.C.  20013. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Section  725.2  is  issued  pursuant  to  and 
in  accordance  with  the  Agricultural  Ad¬ 
justment  Act  of  1938,  (hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  the  “Act”)  to  determine  and 
announce  for  flue-cured  tobacco  for  the 
marketing  year  beginning  July  1,  1978: 

1.  The  amount  of  the  reserve  supply 
level. 

2.  The  amount  of  the  total  supply. 

3.  The  amount  of  the  national  mar¬ 
keting  quota. 

4.  The  national  average  yield  goal. 

5.  The  national  acreage  allotment. 

6.  The  national  acreage  reserve.  (A) 
For  establishing  acreage  allotments  for 
new  farms,  (B)  For  making  corrections 
and  adjusting  inequities  in  old  farms. 

7.  The  national  acreage  factor. 

8.  The  national  yield  factor. 

The  material  previously  appearing  in 
this  section  under  centerhead  Determi¬ 
nations  and  Announcements — 1977-78 
Marketing  Year  remains  in  full  force  and 
effect  as  to  the  crop  to  which  it  was  ap- 
^icable.  Marketing  quotas  on  an  acre¬ 
age-poundage  basis  were  proclaimed  for 
flue-cured  tobacco  for  the  1977-78,  1978- 
79,  and  1979-80  marketing  year  (41  PR 
52430) .  Flue-cured  tobacco  farmers  ap¬ 
proved  marketing  quotas  on  an  acreage- 
poundage  basis  for  the  1977-78,  1978-79, 
and  1979-80  marketing  years  (42  FR 
10996). 

The  determinations  by  the  Secretary 
contained  in  §  725.2  have  been  made  on 
the  basis  of  the  latest  available  statistics 
of  the  Federal  Government,  and  after 
due  consideration  of  data,  views,  and 
recommendations  received  from  flue- 
cured  tobacco  producers  and  others  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  notice  (42  FR  56134)  given  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  553. 

Discussion  of  Comments 

During  the  flue-cured  comment  period, 
32  responses  were  received.  Included  were 
comments  from  farmers,  members  of  the 
trade,  and  related  associations,  universi¬ 
ties  and  farm  groups.  Twenty-six  fa¬ 
vored  no  reduction  in  quota,  with  all 
members  of  the  trade  and  some  farm 
groups  noting  that  although  the  total 
supply  of  flue -cured  tobacco  was  exces- 


new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 


sive,  many  good  quality,  exportable 
grades  were  in  very  short  supply.  Two 
farmers  recommended  large  cuts,  and 
four  other  farmers  gave  unrelated  com¬ 
ments. 

In  keeping  with  the  Secretary’s  obli¬ 
gations  to  reduce  total  supply  to  the  re¬ 
serve  supply  level  and  assure  an  adequate 
supply  of  flue-cured  tobacco,  a  mar¬ 
keting  quota  of  1,117  million  pounds  is 
hereby  determined  and  announced  for 
the  1978-79  marketing  year. 

Section  317(a)  (1)  of  the  Act  pro¬ 
vides,  in  part,  that  for  flue-cured  to¬ 
bacco,  the  national  marketing  quota  fm: 
a  marketing  year  is  the  amoimt  of  flue- 
cured  tobacco  produced  in  the  United 
States  which  the  Secretary  estimates 
will  be  utilized  during  the  marketing  year 
in  the  United  States  and  will  be  ex¬ 
ported  during  the  marketing  year,  ad¬ 
justed  upward  or  downward  in  such 
amount  as  the  Secretary,  in  his  discre¬ 
tion,  determines  is  desirable  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  maintaining  an  adequate  sup¬ 
ply  or  for  effecting  an  orderly  reduc¬ 
tion  of  supplies  to  the  reserve  supply 
level.  The  Act  further  provides  that  any 
such  downward  adjustment  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  15  per  centum  of  such  estimated 
utilization  and  expKirts. 

The  reserve  supply  level  is  defined  in 
the  Act  as  105  percent  of  the  normal 
supply.  The  normal  supply  is  defined  in 
the  Act  as  a  normal  year’s  domestic 
consumption  and  exports,  plus  175  per¬ 
cent  of  a  normal  year’s  domestic  con¬ 
sumption  and  65  percent  of  a  normal 
year’s  exports.^  normal  year’s  domestic 
consumption  is  defined  in  the  Act  as  the 
yearly  average  quantity  produced  in  the 
United  States  and  consumed  in  the 
United  States  during  the  10  marketing 
years  immediately  preceding  the  mar¬ 
keting  year  in  which  such  consumption 
is  determined,  adjusted  for  current 
trends  in  such  consumption.  A  normal 
year’s  exports  is  defined  in  the  Act  as 
the  yearly  average  quantity  produced  in 
the  United  States  which  was  exported 
from  the  United  States  during  the  10 
marketing  years*  immediately  preceding 
the  marketing  year  in  which  such  exports 
are  determined,  adjusted  for  current 
trends  in  such  exports. 

The  yearly  average  domestic  consump¬ 
tion  during  the  10  marketing  years  pre¬ 
ceding  the  1977-78  marketing  year  was 
663  million  pounds,  and  the  yearly  aver¬ 
age  exports  during  such  pericid  amounted 
to  528  million  pounds.  With  domestic 
disappearance  having  no  apparent 
trends,  a  normal  year’s  domestic  con¬ 
sumption  then  equals  the  10  year  aver¬ 
age  of  663  million  pounds.  Exports,  on 
the  other  hand,  have  trended  downward 
recently.  Accordingly,  a  normal  year’s 
exports  of  510  million  pounds  appears 
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reasonable.  These  normals  result  in  a 
reserve  supply  level  of  2,798  million 
pounds. 

Total  supply  is  defined  as  the  carry¬ 
over  at  the  beginning  of  the  marketing 
year  (July  1)  plus  the  estimated  produc¬ 
tion  in  the  United  States  diu-ing  the 
calendar  year  in  which  the  marketing 
year  begins.  The  carryover  of  flue-cured 
tobacco  in  the  inventories  of  manufac¬ 
turers  and  dealers  (including  CCC  loan 
stocks)  on  July  1,  1977,  amounted  to 
2,066  million  pounds,  farm  sales  weight. 
The  1977  crop,  plus  producer  carryover 
from  the  1976  crop  marketed  during  the 
1977-78  marketing  year  is  currently  esti¬ 
mated  at  1,120  million  pounds.  The  sum 
of  these.  3,186  million  pounds,  represents 
the  total  supply  of  flue-cured  tobacco 
for  the  1977-78  marketing  year,  an 
amount  which  exceeds  the  proposed 
reserve  supply  level  by  388  million 
pounds. 

It  is  estimated  that  645  million  pounds 
of  flue-cured  tobacco  will  be  utilized  in 
the  United  States  during  the  1978-79 
marketing  year  and  490  milLon  pounds 
will  be  exported.  Because  it  is  deemed  de¬ 
sirable  to  effect  an  orderly  reduction  of 
supplies  to  the  reserve  supply  level,  the 
sum  of  these  amounts,  1,135  million 
pounds,  is  adjusted  downward  by  18  mil¬ 
lion  pounds  in  establishing  the  quota. 
This  reduction  is  less  than  the  maximum 
reduction  of  15  percent  permitted  by  the 
Act.  and  is  the  reduction  which  is  deemed 
desirable  under  the  present  supply-de¬ 
mand  situation.  Accordingly,  the  na¬ 
tional  marketing  quota  for  flue-cured 
tobacco  for  the  marketing  year  beginning 
July  1,  1977,  is  determined  to  be  1,117 
million  pounds. 

The  “national  average  yield  goal”  has 
been  determined  to  be  1,854  pounds  per 
acre.  It  has  been  determined  that  this 
yield  will  improve  or  insure  the  usability 
of  flue-cured  tobacco  and  increase  the 
net  return  per  pound  to  the  growers.  In 
making  this  determination,  considera¬ 
tion  was  given  to  research  data  of  the 
Agricultural  Research  Service  of  the  De¬ 
partment  and  one  of  the  land-grant  col¬ 
leges  in  the  flue-cured  tobacco  area. 

The  community  average  yields  have 
been  determined  for  flue-cured  tobacco 
and  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(30  PR  6207,  9875,  14487) . 

The  national  acreage  allotment  is  602,- 
481.12  acres,  determined  in  accordance 
with  provisions  of  the  Act  by  dividing  the 
national  marketing  quota  by  the  na¬ 
tional  average  yield  goal. 

In  accordance  with  the  Act,  a  national 
reserve,  from  the  national  acreage  allot¬ 
ment,  is  established  in  the  amount  of  350 
acres  for  making  corrections  in  farm 
acreage  allotments,  adjusting  inequities 
and  establishing  allotments  for  new 
farms.  It  is  determined  that  the  reserve 
acreage  will  be  adequate. 

It  has  been  determined  that  types  11, 
12,  13.  and  14  constitute  one  kind  of  to¬ 
bacco  for  the  1977-78,  1978-79,  and  1979- 
80  marketing  years.  It  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  also  that  no  substantial  difference 
exists  in  the  usage  or  market  outlets  for 
any  one  or  more  of  the  types  of  flue- 


cured  tobacco  (30  FR  6144).  Therefore, 
no  action  is  being  taken  under  S  313(i)  of 
the  Act  for  the  1978-79  marketing  year. 

Since  farmers  are  now  making  their 
plans  for  1978  production  of  flue-cured 
tobacco  and  need  to  know  the  acreage 
allotments  and  marketing  quota  for  their 
farms  for  the  1978-79  marketing  year, 
it  is  hereby  found  that  compliance  with 
the  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  and 
public  participation  procedure  in  5  U.S.C. 
553  is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest.  Therefore,  this  revision 
is  issued  without  follovhng  such  proce¬ 
dure. 

Final  rule:  Part  725  of  Title  7  is 
amended  by  revising  S  725.2  and  the 
centerhead  which  precedes  it  to  read  as 
follows: 

Determinations  and  Announcements 
1978-79  Marketing  Year 

§  725.2  Flue-cured  tobacco. 

For  flue-cured  tobacco  for  the  market¬ 
ing  year  beginning  July  1, 1978: 

(a)  Reserve  supply  level.  The  reserve 
supply  level  is  determined  and  an¬ 
nounced  to  be  2,798  million  pounds,  cal¬ 
culated,  as  provided  in  the  Act,  from  a 
normal  year’s  domestic  consumption  pf 
663  million  pounds  and  a  normal  year’s 
exports  of  510  million  pounds. 

(b)  National  marketing  quota.  A  na¬ 
tional  marketing  quota  on  an  acreage- 
poundage  basis  for  the  marketing  year, 
is  hereby  determined  and  announced  to 
be  1,117  million  pounds.  This  quota  is 
based  on  estimated  utilization  in  the 
United  States  in  such  marketing  year  of 
645  million  pounds  and  estimated  ex¬ 
ports  in  such  marketing  year  of  490  mil¬ 
lion  pounds,  with  a  downward  adjust¬ 
ment  of  18  million  pounds  which  is  de¬ 
termined  to  be  desirable  for  the  purpose 
of  effecting  an  orderly  reduction  of  sup¬ 
plies  to  the  reserve  supply  level. 

(c)  National  average  yield  goal.  The 
national  average  yield  goal  is  deter¬ 
mined  and  announced  to  be  1,854 
pounds.  This  goal  is  based  on  the  yield 
per  acre  which,  on  a  national  average 
basis,  is  determined  will  improve  or  in¬ 
sure  the  usability  of  flu-cured  tobacCo 
and  increase  the  net  return  per  pound  to 
growers. 

(d)  National  acreage  allotment.  'The 
national  acreage  allotment  on  an  acre¬ 
age-poundage  basis  is  determined  and 
announced  to  be  602,481.12  acres.  This 
allotment  was  determined  by  dividing 
the  national  marketing  quota  of  1,117 
million  pounds  by  the  national  average 
yield  goal  of  1,854  poimds. 

(e)  National  reserve.  The  national  re¬ 
serve  for  making  corrections  and  adjust¬ 
ing  inequities  in  old  farm  acreage  allot¬ 
ments  and  for  establishing  allotments 
for  new  farms  is  determined  and  an¬ 
nounced  to  be  350  acres. 

(f)  National  acreage  i actor.  ’The  na¬ 
tional  acreage  factor  is  determined  and 
announced  to  be  1.00. 

(g)  National  yield  factor.  The  na¬ 
tional  yield  factor  is  determined  and 
announced  to  be  .9312. 


(Sec.  301,  313,  317,  375,  62  Stat.  38,  47,  66.  as 
amended,  79  Stat.  66;  7  U.S.C.  1301,  1313, 
1314c,  1375.) 

Note. — The  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service  has  determined  that 
this  docket  does  not  contain  a  major  pro¬ 
posal  requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic 
Impact  Statement  under  Executive  Order 
11821  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  No¬ 
vember  29, 1977. 

Ray  Fitzgerald, 

Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

(FR  Doc.77-34763  Filed  ll-30-77;3 :28  pml 


[ 3410-05] 

PART  729— PEANUTS 

Subpart — 1978  Crop  of  Peanuts;  Acreage 
Allotments  and  Marketing  Quotas 

AGENCY :  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture. 

ACTION:  Final  Rule. 

SUMMARY;  'The  purpose  of  this  rule 
is,  for  the  1978  crop  of  peanuts,  to  (1) 
establish  and  proclaim  a  national  pound¬ 
age  quota;  (2)  determine  and  proclaim 
a  national  acreage  allotment;  (3)  appor¬ 
tion  such  allotment  to  the  States;  and 
(4)  establish  the  period  for  holding  the 
marketing  quota  referendum  in  order  to 
And  out  whether  farmers  are  in  favor 
of  or  opposed  to  marketing  quotas  for 
the  crops  of  peanuts  produced  in  the 
calendar  years  1978,  1979,  and  1980.  ’The 
need  for  this  rule  is  to  satisfy  the  statu¬ 
tory  requirements  as  provided  for  in  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
“Act”) . 

EFFEC'nVE  DATE;  November  30,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Price  Support  and  Loan 
Division,  ASCS,  USDA,  3741  South  Build¬ 
ing,  P.O.  Box  2415,  Washington,  D.C. 
20013. 

FOR  FUR'THER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

’Thomas  A.  VonGarlem  (ASCS),  202- 
447-7954. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
A  notice  that  the  Secretary  was  prepar¬ 
ing  to  make  determinations  with  respect 
to  these  provisions  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  October  21, 1977  (42 
FR  56135),  in  accordance  with  5  U.S.C, 
533. 

The  written  comment  period  efided 
November  16.  There  were  three  written 
comments  received.  One,  from  a  peanut 
growers  group  representing  13  producer 
organizations  in  nine  States,  recom¬ 
mended  that  for  the  1978  crop  (a)  the 
national  peanut  acreage  allotment  not 
be  increased  beyond  the  minimum  of 
1,614,000  acres,  (b)  the  national  peanut 
poundage  quota  be  1,750,00  tons,  which 
is  70,000  tons  above  the  statutory  mini¬ 
mum,  and  (c)  the  marketing  quota  ref¬ 
erendum  be  conducted  by  mail  from  De- 
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cember  12  through  December  15.  A  com¬ 
mentator  representing  a  county  affiliate 
of  a  national  farm  organization  and 
others  recommended  that  the  1978  pea¬ 
nut  program  be  identical  in  acreage  to 
the  1977  program.  An  individual  com¬ 
mentator  made  recommendations  on 
program  provisions  not  within  the  scope 
of  this  ruling,  but  did  not  make  recom¬ 
mendations  as  to  the  national  acreage 
allotment  and  poundage  quota. 

After  considering  the  comments  re¬ 
ceived,  it  was  determined  that  the  na¬ 
tional  poundage  quota  for  the  1978  mar¬ 
keting  year  should  be  1,680,000  tons,  the 
minimum  quota  prescribed  under  Section 
358(1)  of  the  Act,  and  that  the  national 
acreage  allotment  for  the  1978  crop  of 
peanuts  should  be  1,614,000  acres,  the 
minimum  prescribed  under  Section  358 
(k)  of  the  Act,  and  that  the  marketing 
quota  referendum  should  be  held  during 
the  referendum  period  December  12  to 
15,  inclusive,  by  mail  ballot.  The  latest 
available  statistics  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  have  been  used  in  making  de¬ 
terminations  under  this  rule. 

It  is  essential  that  these  provisions  be 
made  effective  as  soon  as  possible  since 
the  proclamations  of  the  national  allot¬ 
ment  and  national  poundage  quota  are 
required  to  be  made  not  later  than  De¬ 
cember  1,  1977.  Accordingly,  it  is  hereby 
found  and  determined  that  compliance 
with  the  30-day  effective  date  require¬ 
ment  of  5  U.S.C.  553  is  impracticable 
and  contrary  to  the  public  interest. 
Therefore,  this  amendment  to  7  CFR 
§§  729.100  through  729.104  shall  become 
effective  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  with  respect  to  the  1978  crop 
of  peanuts. 

If  marketing  quotas  are  approved  by 
two-thirds  or  more  of  the  peanut  pro¬ 
ducers  voting  in  the  referendum,  the 
quotas  will  be  in  effect  for  the  peanuts 
produced  in  1978,  1979,  and  1980  calen¬ 
dar  years.  If  marketing  quotas  are  dis¬ 
approved  by  the  producers,  the  quotas 
will  not  be  in  effect  for  1978  and  price 
support  will  be  made  available  at  50  per¬ 
cent  of  parity  to  those  producers  com¬ 
plying  with  their  1978  farm  acreage  al¬ 
lotments. 

The  material  previously  appearing  in 
§§  729.100  through  729.104  under  cen- 
terhead  “1977  Crop  of  Peanuts:  Acreage 
Allotments  and  Marketing  Quotas”  re¬ 
mains  in  full  force  and  effect  as  to  the 
1977  crop. 

Accordingly  7  CFR  §  729.100  to  729.104 
and  the  title  of  the  subpart  are  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

Subpart — 1978  Crop  of  Peanuts:  Acreage 
Allotments  and  Marketing  Quotas 

Sec. 

729.100  National  poundage  quota  for  the 

1978  peanut  marketing  year. 

729.101  National  acreage  allotTnent  for  the 

1978  crop  of  peanuts. 

729.102  [Reserved] 

729.103  Apportionment  of  national  acre¬ 

age  allotment  to  the  States. 

729.104  Marketing  quota  referendum  for  the 

1978,  1979  and  1980  crop  of  pea¬ 
nuts. 

Authority:  Secs.  301,  358,  375,  52  Stat.  38, 
as  amended,  55  Stat.  88.  as  amended,  52  Stat. 
66,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1301,  1358,  1375). 


§  729.100  National  poundage  quota  for 
the  1978  peanut  marketing  year. 

(a)  The  national  poundage  quota  for 
the  1978  peanut  marketing  year  is  hereby 
determined  and  proclaimed  to  be  1,680,- 
000  tons,  the  minimum  quota  prescribed 
under  Section  358(1)  of  the  Act. 

<b)  The  Act  specified  that  if  the  Sec¬ 
retary  determines  that  the  minimum  na¬ 
tional  poundage  quota  for  any  marketing 
year  is  insufficient  to  meet  total  esti¬ 
mated  requirements  for  domestic  edible 
use  and  a  reasonable  carryover,  the 
quota  may  be  increased  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  meet  such  requirements. 

(c)  It  has  been  determined  that  the 
minimum  national  poundage  quota  for 
1978  will  be  sufficient  to  meet  such  re¬ 
quirements  based  on  the  following  data : 


Projected  domestic  edible  and 

related  requirements,  1978  1,000 

marketing  year :  tons 

Domestic  edible  _  975 

Seed _  100 

Crushing  residual  from  edible 

millings  _  130 


Subtotal,  requirements  _  1,205 

Reasonable  carryover _  200 


Total  requirements _  1,405 


Minimum  national  poundage  quota.  1,680 
Percent  of  requirements _  119 


§  729.101  National  acreage  allotment 
for  the  1978  crop  of  pcanut.s. 

(a)  The  national  acreage  allotment 
for  the  1978  crop  of  peanuts  is  hereby  de¬ 
termined  and  proclaimed  to  be  1,614,000 
aci  es,  the  minimum  allotment  prescribed 
under  Section  358 (k)  of  the  Act. 

(b)  Subject  to  the  prescribed  mini¬ 
mum,  the  Department  is  required  under 
the  Act  to  consider  projected  domestic 
use,  exports,  and  a  reasonable  carryover 
in  determining  the  national  acreage  al¬ 
lotment.  It  has  been  determined  that  the 
minimum  national  allotment  will  be  suf¬ 
ficient  to  meet  such  requirements  for  the 
1978  crop  of  peanuts  based  on  the  follow¬ 
ing  data : 

(1)  Production  potential.  The  Act  as 
amended  by  the  Food  and  Agriculture 
Act  of  1977  increased  the  minimum  na¬ 
tional  acreage  allotment  from  1,610,000 
to  1,614,000  acres,  with  the  provision  that 
the  allotment  for  the  State  of  New  Mex¬ 
ico  should  not  be  reduced  below  the  1977 
acreage  allotment  as  increased  (by  4,000 
acres)  under  a  short  supply  determina¬ 
tion.  Historically,  actual  national  acre¬ 
age  allotments  ranged  1,000  to  4,000 
acres  above  the  minimum  each  year  from 
1957  through  1977  because  of  short  sup¬ 
ply  determinations  mainly  applicable  to 
New  Mexico.  Therefore,  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  of  the  increase  to  New  Mexico,  each 
peanut  producing  State  will  have  sub¬ 
stantially  the  same  total  allotted  acreage 
as  in  1977. 

(i)  While  the  allotted  acreage  has  been 
about  the  same  each  year  since  1957, 
planted  and  harvested  acres  and  average 
yields  from  those  acres  all  have  trended 
upward  in  recent  years  except  under  poor 
weather  conditions.  From  1972  through 
1977,  planted  acres  have  ranged  from  a 


low  of  1,509,600  in  1977  to  a  high  of 
1,548,600  in  1976;  harvested  acres  from 
a  low  of  1,472,100  in  1974  to  a  high  of 
1,521,500  in  1976.  Average  yields  in  the 
same  period  ranged  from  2,203  in  1972 
to  2,565  in  1975.  Production  ranged  from 
1,638  thousand  tons  in  1972,  to  1,929 
thousand  tons  in  1975  and  has  exceeded 
the  1978  crop  national  poundage  quota 
of  1,680  thousand  tons  each  year  since 
1973. 

Production 
1,000  tons 


1973  _ 1,  737 

1974  _ 1,  834 

1975  _ 1,  929 

1976  _ 1,875 

1977  est _  1,794 


Five  year  average _ 1, 834 


(ii)  During  the  1972-1977  period,  only 
93.5  to  96  percent  of  the  total  acreage 
allotment  was  planted.  This  pattern  of 
underutilization  is  expected  to  continue 
into  1978,  with  1,530  thousand  planted 
acres  and  1,500  thousand  harvested 
acres  seen  as  the  practicable  potential 
for  the  year.  Using  the  projected  yield 
range  of  2,610  to  2,680  pounds,  1978  crop 
production  potential  is  estimated  at 
1,957,500  to  2,010,000  tons. 

(2)  Projected  requirements,  1978  mar¬ 
keting  year.  Requirements  for  quota  pea¬ 
nuts  for  domestic  edible  and  related  use 
and  a  reasonable  carryover  total  1,405 
thousand  tons  (see  §  729.100)  out  of  total 
estimated  production  of  1,680  thousand 
tons  for  the  1978  marketing  year. 

(i)  Requirements  for  additional  pea¬ 
nuts  for  export  are  estimated  at  265,000- 
285,000  tons  based  on  historical  varia¬ 
tions  in  demand  for  U.S.  peanuts.  How¬ 
ever,  availability  of  additional  peanuts 
for  export  will  depend  on  response  of 
peanut  growers  to  market  demand. 
Quota  peanuts  which  are  surplus  to  do¬ 
mestic  requirements  (270,000  tons)  will 
be  available  for  export  if  demand  ex¬ 
ceeds  the  supply  of  additional  peanuts. 

(3)  Projected  supply  of  and  demand 
for  peanuts  under  variable  weather  con¬ 
ditions,  1978  marketing  year 


[(n  ton.sl 


Item 

Poor 

weather 

(lood 

weather 

Supply : 

Tarryin _ _ 

Production . . 

Imports . . . . 

200,000 

1, 057,  500 
(') 

200,000 
2, 010, 000 
(■) 

Total . . . 

2, 157,  500 

2, 210, 000 

Requirements: 

Domestic  edible,  seed, 

erusliing  residual . 

Exports . . . 

Surplus— CCC  diversion... 

1, 210, 000 
267,  500 
480,000 

1,  210, 000 
■283,000 
517, 000 

Total . . 

Carryout . 

1, 057. 500 
200,000 

2, 010, 000 
200,000 

*  Negligible. 


§  729.102  [Reserved] 

§  729.103  Apportionment  of  national 
acreage  allotment  to  the  States. 

The  national  acreage  allotment  of 
1,614,000  is  apportioned  to  the  States  in 
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accordance  with  Section  358(c)(1)  and 
the  Act  as  follows; 

state  acreage 


State:  allotment 

Alabama  _  216,455 

Arizona  _ 

Arkansas _  238 

California _ 

Florida _  ®20 

Georgia  _  530,  122 

Louisiana  -  1,945 

Mississippi  - 

Missouri  _  247 

New  Mexico _  9.  "^87 

North  Carolina _  167,  867 

Oklahoma _  138,  290 

South  Carolina -  13,891 

Tennessee -  3,  552 

Texas  _  358,  063 

Virginia _  104,  840 


Total  _  1,6 14,  000 


The  Food  and  Agriculture  Act  of  1977 
amended  Section  358(c)(1)  to  provide 
that  the  1978  peanut  acreage  allotment 
for  the  State  of  New  Mexico  shall  not 
be  reduced  below’  the  1977  crop  acreage 
allotment  as  increased  pursuant  to  a 
short  supply  determination  under  Sec¬ 
tion  358(0  (2).  Accordingly,  the  acreage 
allotment  for  New  Mexico  is  4,000  acres 
higher  than  in  1977,  while  all  other  State 
allotments  are  based  on  each  State’s 
share  of  the  1977  national  acreage  allot¬ 
ment. 

§  729.104  Marketing  quota  referendum 
for  the  1978,  1979  and  1980  crop 
of  peanuts. 

(a)  The  marketing  quota  referendum 
for  the  1978,  1979,  and  1980  crops  of 
peanuts  shall  be  held  during  the  referen¬ 
dum  period  December  12  to  15,  1977,  in¬ 
clusive,  by  mail  ballot  in  accordance 
with  Part  717  of  this  Chapter. 

(b)  If  two-thirds  or  more  of  the 
peanut  farmers  voting  in  the  referendum 
favor  marketing  quotas,  marketing 
quotas  w’ill  be  in  effect  for  the  1978, 
1979,  and  1980  crops  of  peanuts.  If  more 
than  one-third  of  the  peanut  farmers 
voting  in  such  referendum  oppose  mar¬ 
keting  quotas,  marketing  quotas  will  not 
be  in  effect  for  the  1978  crop  of  peanuts; 
how’ever,  farm  acreage  allotments  for  the 
1978  crop  of  peanuts  established  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provUions  of  the  Act  will 
be  in  effect  and  compliance  with  such 
acreage  allotments  will  be  a  condition 
of  eligibility  for  price  support  at  50 
percent  of  the  parity  price  for  peanuts. 

Note. — 'ihe  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service  has  determined  that 
this  document  contains  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact 
Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107  and  certifies  that  an 
Economic  Impact  Statement  has  been 
prepared. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  No¬ 
vember  29, 1977. 

Ray  Fitzgerald, 

'  Administrator,  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service, 

[FR  Doc.77-34773  Filed  ll-30-77;4:00  pmj 


[ 3410-02  ] 

CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET- 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURAL 

[Orange,  Grapefruit,  Tangerine,  and  Tangelo 
Reg.,  Arndt.  4  j 

PART  905 — ORANGES,  GRAPEFRUIT,  TAN¬ 
GERINES,  AND  TANGELOS  GROWN  IN 
FLORIDA 

Tangerine  Size  Requirements 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice.  USDA. 

ACTION:  Amendment  to  Final  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  'This  amendment  permits 
handlers  to  ship  unlimited  quantities  of 
210  size  (2Vi6"  diameter)  tangerines  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  November  28  to  Decem¬ 
ber  4, 1977,  and  during  the  period  Decem¬ 
ber  5-11,  1977,  permits  each  handler  to 
handle  a  quantity  of  such  size  equal  to 
30  percent  of  his  total  shipments  of 
tangerines  in  the  most  recent  previous 
week.  Absent  this  amendment,  the  vol¬ 
ume  of  size  210  tangerines  in  the  period 
ending  December  4  would  be  limited  to 
50  percent  of  the  quantity  so  shipped  in 
the  previous  week,  and  no  tangerines  of 
210  size  w’ould  be  permitted  to  be  shipped 
in  the  period  December  5-11.  Minimum 
size  requirements  for  Florida  tangerines 
are  necessary  because  of  current  and 
prospective  supply  and  demand  for  the 
fruit,  in  order  to  maintain  orderly  mar¬ 
keting  conditions,  in  the  interest  of 
producers  and  consumers. 

DATES:  The  amendment  is  effective 
during  the  periods  November  28-Decem- 
ber  4  and  December  5-11,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  202-447-3545. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Findings ;  ( 1 )  Pursuant  to  the  marketing 
agreement  and  Order  No.  905,  both  as 
amended  (7  CFR  Part  905),  regulating 
the  handling  of  oranges,  grapefruit, 
tangerines,  and  tangelos  grown  in 
Florida,  effective  under  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
committees  established  under  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  information,  it  is  found  that  the 
limitation  of  shipments  of  tangerines,  as 
hereinafter  provided,  will  tend  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  {>oUcy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  amendment  reflects  the  De¬ 
partment’s  appraisal  of  the  current  and 
prospective  supply  and  market  demand 
conditions  for  Florida  tangerines.  It  is 
designed  to  assure  an  ample  supply  of 
acceptable  size  fruit  to  consumers  and 
prevent  an  excessive  buildup  of  smaller 
size  tangerines  in  marketing  channels. 
The  action  is  consistent  with  the  avail¬ 
able  supply  of  tangerines  in  the  produc¬ 


tion  area  and  recognizes  that  smaller 
fruit  will  attain  higher  levels  of  maturity 
and  increase  to  more  desirable  sizes  as 
the  season  progresses.  For  the  season 
through  November  27,  1977,  fresh  ship¬ 
ments  of  Florida  tangerines  totaled  1,544 
carlots,  and  there  were  an  estimated 
2,956  carlots  remaining  for  fresh  ship¬ 
ment. 

(3)  It  is  further  found  that  it  is  im¬ 
practicable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice,  en¬ 
gage  in  public  rulemaking,  and  postpone 
the  effective  date  until  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  553),  because  of  insufficient  time 
between  the  date  when  information  be¬ 
came  available  upon  which  this  regula- , 
tion  is  based  and  the  effective  date  neces¬ 
sary  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act;  and  this  amendment  relieves 
restrictions  on  the  handling  of  size  210 
tangerines. 

Accordingly,  it  is  found  that  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  paragraph  (d)  of  §  905.301 
(Orange,  Grapefruit,  Tangerine,  and 
Tangelo  Regulation  1.  as  amended)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  No¬ 
vember  7.  1977  (42  FR  57947;  59367; 
59955;  60918),  should  be  and  hereby  are 
amended  to  read  as  follows ; 

§  903.301  Orange,  Grapefruit,  Tanger¬ 
ine,  and  Tangelo  Regulation  1. 

(a)  *  *  * 

♦  •  •  •  * 

(d)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
this  section,  (1)  during  the  period  No¬ 
vember  28  through  December  4.  1977,  any 
handler  may  handle  an  unlimited  quan¬ 
tity  of  tangerines  smaller  than  2'Ki« 
inches  in  diameter:  Provided,  That  such 
tangerines  shall  be  not  smaller  than 
2^(j  inches  in  diameter,  except  that  a 
tolerance  for  tangerines  smaller  than 
such  diameter  is  permitted  as  specified  in 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section;  and  (2) 
during  the  period  December  5  through 
December  11,  1977,  any  handler  may 
handle  a  quantity  of  tangerines  smaller 
than  2«i(i  inches  in  diameter  if  (i)  the 
volume  of  such  smaller  tangerines  does 
not  exceed  30  percent  of  the  total  volume 
of  tangerines  shipped  by  such  handler 
during  the  last  previous  week,  within  the 
current  fiscal  period  in  which  the  han¬ 
dler  shipped  tangerines;  and  (ii)  such 
smaller  tangerines  are  of  a  size  not  smal¬ 
ler  than  2^6  inches  in  diameter,  except 
that  a  diameter  tolerance  for  such  smal¬ 
ler  tangerines  is  permitted  as  specified 
in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674).) 

Dated:  December  1, 1977. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 
Acting  Deputy  Director,  Fruit 
and  Vegetable  Division,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.77-34874  Filed  12-5-77; 8: 45  am) 
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[ 3410-02  ] 

PART  987— DOMESTIC  DATES  PRODUCED 
OR  PACKED  IN  RIVERSIDE  COUNTY. 
CALIFORNIA 

Expenses  and  Rate  of  Assessment 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice,  USDA. 

ACTION :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  regulation  authorizes 
expenses  and  a  rate  of  assessment  for  the 
1977-78  crop  year,  to  be  collected  from 
handlers  to  support  activities  of  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  Date  Administrative  Committee 
which  locally  administers  the  Federal 
marketing  order  covering  domestic  dates 
produced  or  packed  in  Riverside  County, 
Calif. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  October  1,  1977, 
through  September  30,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  202-447-6393. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  November  18,  1977,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (42  FR 
59509)  inviting  written  comments,  not 
later  than  November  30,  1977,  on  pro¬ 
posed  expenses  and  a  rate  of  assessment 
under  the  marketing  agreement,  and 
Order  No.  987,  both  as  amended  (7  CFR 
Part  987) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  do¬ 
mestic  dates  produced  or  packed  in 
Riverside  County,  California,  but.  none 
was  received.  This  program  is  effective 
under  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674). 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matter  presented,  including  the  pro¬ 
posals  in  the  notice,  it  is  found  that: 

§  987.322  Expenses  of  the  California 
Date  Administrative  Committee  and 
rate  of  assessment  for  the  1977—78 
crop  year. 

(a)  Expenses  that  are  reasonable  and 
likely  to  be  incurred  -by  the  California 
Date  Administrative  Committee  during 
the  period  October  1,  1977,  through  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1978,  will  amount  to  $27,934. 

(b)  The  rate  of  assessment  for  said 
period,  payable  by  each  handler  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §  987.72  is  fixed  at  7  cents 
per  hundredweight  on  all  assessable 
dates.  Assessable  dates  are  dates  which 
the  handler  has  certified  during  the  crop 
year  as  meeting  the  requirements  for 
marketable  dates,  including  the  eligible 
portion  of  any  field -run  dates  certified 
and  set  aside  or  disposed  of  pursuant  to 
§  987.45(f). 

It  is  further  found  that  good  cause 
exists  for  not  postponing  the  effective 
time  until  30  days  after  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C.  553). 
The  order  requires  that  the  rate  of  as¬ 
sessment  for  the  crop  year  shall  apply 
to  all  assessable  dates  from  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  the  year. 
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(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674) .) 

Dated:  December  1,  1977. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 
Acting  Deputy  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

I  PR  Doc  .77-34875  Filed  12-5-77:8:45  am] 


[3410-05] 

CHAPTER  XIV— COMMODITY  CREDIT  COR¬ 
PORATION.  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

SUBCHAPTER  B— LOANS,  PURCHASES  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

PART  1464 — ^TOBACCO 
Subpart  A — Tobacco  Loan  Program 

1977  Fire-Cured,  Dark  Air-Cured  and 
Virginia  Sun-Cured  Tobacco 

AGENCY:  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY :  This  rule  provides  the 
schedule  of  grade  loan  rates  which  will 
be  used  for  1977  crop  fire-cured,  dark 
air-cured  and  Virginia  sun-cured  tobac¬ 
co.  This  rule  is  needed  to  provide  the 
statutory  level  of  support  for  1977  fire- 
cured,  dark  air-cured  and  Virginia  sun- 
cured  tobacco.  Eligible  tobacco  of  these 
types  may  be  delivered  for  price  support 
at  the  specified  rates. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  December  6,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Robert  P.  Hieronymus,  Price  Support 
and  Loan  Divisions,  ASCS,  USDA, 
South  Building,  P.O.  Box  2415,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20013,  202-447-7601. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  November  3,  1977,  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  (CCC)  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (42  FR  57466-57468)  a 
proposed  schedule  of  grade  loan  rates  for 
providing  price  support  for  1977  crop 
fire-cured,  dark  air-cured  and  Virginia 
sun-cured  tobacco.  These  grade  loan 
rates  provide  the  statutory  level  of  sup¬ 
port  of  79.5  cents  per  pound  for  fire- 
cured  and  70.7  cents  per  pound  for  dark 
air-cured  and  Virginia  sun-cured  tobac¬ 
co.  Interested  parties  were  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit,  not  later  than  November  23,  1977, 
data,  views  and  recommendations  per¬ 
taining  to  the  grade  loan  rates.  No  un¬ 
favorable  comments  have  been  received. 
Final  Rule 

Accordingly,  7  CFR  1464.17  through 
1464.20  is  revised  to  read  as  set  forth 
below,  effective  for  the  1977  crop  of  fire- 
cured,  dark  air-cured  and  Virginia  sun- 
cured  tobacco.  The  material  previously 
appearing  under  §§  1464.17  through 
1464.20  remains  applicable  to  the  crop  to 
which  each  refers. 


(Secs.  4,  5,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended  (15 
U.S.C.  714b.  714c),  secs.  101,  106,  401,  403,  63 
Stat.  1051,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1441,  1445, 
1421,  1423).) 

Note. — The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
has  determined  that  this  document  does  not 
contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prepara¬ 
tion  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement  under 
Executive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular  A- 
107. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  No¬ 
vember  28,  1977. 

Ray  Fitzgerald, 
Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corp. 

§  1464.17  1977  Crop— Virginia  Fire- 

Cured  Tobacco,  Type  21— Grade 
Loan  Schedule.' 

[Dollars  per  hundred  pounds,  farm  sales  weight) 

Loan  rate 


47 

46 

45 

44 

43 

AIK . 

107 

107 

107  .. 

A2F . 

104 

104 

104  .. 

AID . 

107 

107 

107  .. 

A21) . 

104 

104 

104  .. 

BIF . 

104 

104 

10.5  .. 

B2F . 

101 

101 

102 

97  . 

B;}F . 

05 

95 

96 

85 

B4F . 

«» 

89 

ilO 

87 

80 

B.SF . 

77 

77 

79 

77 

72 

BID . 

103 

103 

103  .. 

B2D  . 

07 

07 

93  . 

B;iD . 

8'.» 

89 

89 

87 

82 

B4D . 

84 

84 

85 

83 

79 

B.iD . 

74 

74 

75 

74 

70 

B3M . 

84 

84 

86 

82 

79 

B4M . 

81 

81 

84 

81 

78 

B.5VI . 

71 

71 

73 

71 

68 

B3<1 . 

79 

79 

81 

79 

75 

B4G . 

77 

77 

80 

78 

74 

B50 . 

68 

68 

70 

68 

64 

ClL . 

110 

no 

no  .. 

C2L . . 

106 

106 

106 

98  . 

C3L . . 

9.1 

95 

93  . 

C4L . 

87 

87 

87 

86  . 

CSL . 

77 

77 

78 

74  . 

CIF . 

110 

no 

no  .. 

C2F . 

106 

106 

106 

98  . 

C3F . 

05 

93 

95 

89  . 

r4F . 

88 

88 

88 

87  . 

r.iF . 

7H 

79 

80 

77  . 

(’21) . 

75 

75 

76 

73  . 

(’3D . 

7*2 

72 

73 

70  . 

041) . 

ew 

69 

70 

6J  . 

C5D . 

63 

63 

64 

62  . 

C3M . 

80 

80 

81 

80  . 

(’4M . 

78 

78 

80 

79  . 

('5.\1 . 

67 

67 

68 

67  . 

C3G . 

70 

70 

71 

67  . 

04(1 . 

65 

65 

67 

66  . 

C5U . 

64 

64 

65 

63  . 

Grade 

Grade 

Grade 

XIL . 

88 

X2D . 

82 

X3G . 

77 

X2L . 

87 

X3D . 

81 

X3G  4.5.... 

74 

X3L . 

86 

X4D . 

77 

X4G . 

73 

X4L . 

82 

X5D . 

71 

X4G  45.... 

71 

X5L . 

77 

X3.VI . 

77 

X5G . 

63 

XIF . 

88 

X3.\l  45.... 

75 

X.5G  45. . . 

62 

X2F . 

87 

X4.\I . 

75 

.NIL . 

.56 

X3F . 

86 

X4M  45.... 

72 

NID . 

55 

X4F . 

81 

X5.M . 

65 

NIG . 

57 

X5F . 

77 

X5.M  45.... 

64 

N2 . 

37 

XID . 

85 

'  Only  the  original  producer  is  eligible  to 
receive  advances.  Tobacco  grades  “W” 
(doubtful  keeping  order),  “No-G”  (no 
grade),  “U”  (unsound),  or  scrap  will  not  be 
accepted.  The  Association  is  authorized  to 
deduct  $1  per  hundred  pounds  to  apply 
against  overhead  cost. 
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6  1464.18  1977  Crop— Kcnluckv-Ton-  ^  §  1464.19  1977  Crop— Dark  Air-Cured  I  §  1464.20  1977  Crop— Virginia  Sun- 

o  _  ^  ^  m  '  AA  _  _  _  _  ^  ^  ^  ^  »  I  J  'T*_i _  *T* _  ^  I 


nessee  Fire-Cured  Tobacco,  Types  22 
and  23 — Grade  Loan  Schedule." 

[Dollars  per  hundred  pounds,  farm  sales  weighti 

Loan  rate 


Tobacco,  Types  .3.3  and  36— Grade 
Loan  Schedule.^ 

(Dollars  per  hundred  pounds,  farm  sales  weight  ] 

Loan  rate 


Cured  Tobacco,  Type  37— Grade 
Ix>an  Schedule.* 

(Dollars  per  hundred  pounds,  farm  sales  weighti 

Loan  rate 


Grade 

47 

46 

45 

44 

43 

AIF . 

117 

117 

117  .. 

A2F . 

112 

112 

112  .. 

ASF . 

104 

104 

104  .. 

Ain 

117 

117 

117  .. 

A2D . 

112 

112 

112  .. 

A3D . 

104 

104 

104  .. 

BIF . 

101 

101 

101 

lt6  ... 

B2F . 

06 

86 

86 

92  ... 

B3F . 

82 

82 

82 

88 

83 

B4F . 

84 

84 

84 

81 

74 

B5F . 

80 

80 

80 

77 

71 

BID . 

100 

100 

100 

95  .. 

B2D . 

85 

85 

95 

91  ... 

BSD . 

82 

92 

82 

88 

82 

B4D . 

84 

84 

84 

81 

74 

B5D . 

78 

78 

78 

74 

68 

B,SM . 

82 

82 

82 

78 

73 

B4.\I . 

76 

76 

76 

72 

65 

B5M . 

71 

71 

71 

66 

61 

B.SVF . 

81 

81 

81 

77 

70 

B4VF . 

78 

78 

79 

76 

O'* 

B.5VF . 

75 

75 

75 

72 

65 

B30 . 

81 

81 

81 

77 

69 

B4('. . 

76 

76 

76 

72 

64 

B.50.. . 

70 

70 

70 

6.5 

60 

CIL . 

101 

101 

101 

97  .. 

C2L . 

iw 

88 

98 

95  ... 

C3L . 

83 

83 

83 

88 

83 

C4L . 

88 

88 

89 

86 

80 

C5L . 

86 

86 

86 

84 

77 

CIF . 

98 

88 

98 

94  .. 

C9V 

95 

95 

85 

92  .. 

C3F . 

82 

82 

92 

89 

82 

C4F . 

86 

86 

86 

83 

76 

C.5F . 

84 

84 

84 

80 

73 

CID . 

102 

102 

102 

97  .. 

C2D . 

91 

92 

91 

88  .. 

C3D . 

86 

86 

86 

83 

77 

C4D . 

78 

78 

78 

76 

70 

C5D . 

74 

74 

74 

72 

65 

C3.M . 

82 

82 

82 

TO 

73 

C4M . 

77 

77 

77 

76 

70 

C5M.... . 

75 

75 

75 

73 

64 

C3VF . 

83 

83 

83 

80 

74 

C4VF . 

80 

80 

80 

78 

72 

C30 . 

78 

78 

78 

75 

70 

C40 . 

73 

73 

73 

68 

64 

C50 . 

68 

68 

68 

65 

62 

[Dollars  per  hundred  pounds,  farm  sales  weight] 


Grade 

Ad¬ 

vance 

rate 

Grade 

Ad¬ 

vance 

rate 

Grade 

Ad- 

vance 

rate 

XlL . 

86 

XID.... 

83 

X4VF.. 

71 

X2L . 

84 

X2D. . .. 

80 

X.5VF.. 

67 

X3L . 

81 

X3D.... 

75 

X3G... 

72 

X4L . 

76 

X4D.... 

72 

X40 _  65 

X5L . 

74 

X5D.... 

69 

X5G... 

62 

XlF . 

87 

X3.\I.... 

74 

NIL.... 

66 

X2F . 

85 

X4M _ 

70 

NID... 

69 

X3F . 

81 

X5M.... 

67 

NIG... 

66 

X4F . 

77 

X3VF... 

76 

N2 . 

49 

X5F . 

76 

70  XIL.. 
65  X2L.. 
57  X3L.. 
70  X4L.. 
65  X5L.. 

67  XIF.. 
70  X2F.. 
65  X3F.. 
57  X4F.. 

68  X5F.. 

61  XI R. 
55  X2K. 
68  X3R. 

62  X4R. 
54  X5R. 


86  X3D . 

82  X4D . 

80  X5D . 

78  X3M . 

71  X4M . 

85  X5.\1 . 

82  X3G . 

78  X40 . 

77  X50 . 

70  NIL . 

85  N2L . 

81  NIR . 

75  N2R . 

70  NIO . 

65  N2U . 


“Only  the  original  producer  Is  eligible  to 
receive  advances.  Tobacco  graded  “No-O”  (no 
grade),  “U"  (unsound),  or  scrap  will  not  be 
accepted.  Tobacco  graded  ‘‘W’’  (doubtful 
keeping  order)  will  be  acepted  at  advance 
rates  20  percent  below  the  advance  rates 
otherwise  applicable. 


3  Only  the  original  producer  is  eligible  to 
receive  advances.  Tobacco  graded  “No-Q”  (no 
grade),  “D"  (unsound),  or  scrap  will  not  be 
accepted.  Tobacco  graded  “W”  (doubtful 
keeping  order)  will  be  accepted  at  advance 
rates  ^  percent  below  the  advance  rates 
otherwise  applicable.  Grades  marked  with  the 
special  factor  “BH"  shall  have  an  advance 
rate  20  percent  below  the  advance  rate  oth¬ 
erwise  applicable  without  such  special  fac¬ 
tor.  Type  35  grades  marked  with  the  special 
factor  “BL”  shall  have  an  advance  rate  20 
percent  below  the  advance  rate  otherwise 
applicable  without  such  special  factor. 


I FR  Doc .77-34821  Piled  12-5-77;8;45  am] 

[ 3410-05  ] 

PART  146^ — ^TOBACCO 
Subpart  A — ^Tobacco  Loan  Program 
Cigar  Tobacco 

AGENCY:  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture. 
ACTION:  Pinal  Rule. 

SUMMARY :  This  rule  provides  the 
schedule  of  grade  loan  rates  which  will 
be  used  for  1977  crop  cigar  tobacco.  This 
rule  is  needed  to  provide  the  statutory 
level  of  support  for  1977  crop  cigar  to- 


«Only  the  original  producer  Is  eligible  to 
receive  advances.  Tobacco  graded  “W” 
(doubtful  keeping  order).  “No-O”  (no 
grade),  “U”  (unsound),  or  scrap  will  not  be 
accepted.  The  association  is  authorized  to 
deduct  $1  per  hundred  pounds  to  apply 
against  overhead  cost. 
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bacco.  Eligible  cigar  tobacco  may  be  de¬ 
livered  for  price  support  at  the  specified 
rates. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE;  December  6.  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Robert  P.  Hieronymus,  Price  Support 
and  Loan  Division.  ASCS,  USDA, 
South  Building,  P.O.  Box  2415,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C. 20013,  202-447-7601. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  November  2,  1977,  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  (CCC)  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (42  FR  57319-57320)  a 
proposed  schedule  of  grade  loan  rates  for 
providing  price  support  for  1977  crop 
cigar  tobacco  at  the  statutory  level  of 
support  of  58.6  cents  per  pound  for  types 
42-44  and  types  53-55,  81.2  cents  per 
pound  for  types  51-52  and  60.9  cents  per 
pound  for  type  46  A  subsequent  correc¬ 
tion  was  published  at  42  FR  58414.  The 
proposed  rule  invited  the  public  to  sub¬ 
mit  not  later  than  November  22,  1977, 
written  data,  views  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  pertaining  to  the  proposed  grade 
loan  rates.  No  favorable  comments  have 
been  received. 


Final  Rule 

Accordingly,  7  CFR  1464.22  through 
1464.27  is  revised  to  read  as  set  forth 
below,  effective  for  the  1977  crop  of  cigar 
tobacco.  The  material  previously  appear¬ 
ing  under  §§  1464.22  through  1464.27  re¬ 
mains  applicable  to  the  crop  to  which 
each  refers.  * 

(Secs.  4  and  5.  62  Stat.  1070  as  amended  (15 
U.S.C.  714b,  714c).  sees.  101,  106,  401,  403, 
63  Stat.  1051,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1441, 
1445,  1421,  1423).) 

Note. — The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
has  determined  that  this  document  does  not 
contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prepara¬ 
tion  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement  under 
Executive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  No¬ 
vember  28,  1977. 


Ray  Fitzgerald, 
Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corp. 

§  1464.22  1977  Crop— Ohio  Filler  To- 

barro.  Types  42—44,  Loan  Schedule.^ 
[Dollars  per  hundred  pounds. 


farm  sales  weight] 

Grade :  Loan  rate 

Crop  run  (stripped  together) : 

XI . 62.5 

X2 . . . 67.  5 

X3 . 52.5 

X4 . 47.5 

Nondescript:  N _ 39.0 


§  1464.23  1977  Crop— Connecticut  Val¬ 

ley  Broadleaf  Tobacco,  Type  51  Lpan 
Schedule.’ 

[Dollars  per  hundred  pounds, 
farm  sales  weight] 


Grade:  Loan  rate 

Binders: 

B1 .  105 

B2 _ 1 .  95 

B3 . 85 

B4 . 75 

B5 _ 65 

Nonbinders:  XI  _ 61 


§  1464.24  1977  Crop— Connecticut  Val¬ 

ley  Havana  Seed  Tobacco,  Type  52, 
Loan  .Schedule.’ 

[Dollars  per  himdred  pounds, 
farm  sales  weight] 


Grade :  Loan  rate 

Binders: 

B1 .  101 

B2 . . - .  93 

B3 _ 83 

B4 . 74 

B5 .  65 

Nonbinders:  XI _  51 


§  1464.25  1977  Crop— New  York  and 

Pennsylvania  Havana  Seed  Tobacco, 
Type  53,  and  Southern  Wisconsin  To¬ 
bacco,  Type  54,  Loan  Schedule.’ 


[Dollars  per  hundred  pounds, 
farm  sales  weight] 


Grade: 

Crop -run: 

XI . 

X2 . 

X3 . 

Farm  fillers: 

Y1 _ 

Y2 _ 

Y3 . 


Loan  rate 

_  65 

59 

....  62 

—  46 

_  44 

_  41 


Nondescript : 

N1  . . . .  39 

N2 . .  32 


§  1464.26  1977  Crop— Northern  Wis- 

sin  Tobacco,  Type  55,  Loan  Sched¬ 
ule.’ 


Grade : 


[Dollars  per  hundred  pounds, 
farm  sales  weight] 


Binders : 


Loan  rate 


B1 . - . —  79.0 

B2 . - . 76.0 

B3 . . . 69.  5 


Strippers : 


Cl _ _ _ _ 66.0 

C2  . . . . -  60.0 

C3 . . . 55.5 


Crop -run : 


XI . . . . . -  65.0 

X2 _ 59.  0 

X3 . . . . . 55.0 


Farm  fillers: 


Y1  _ 44.0 

Y2 . . 42.0 

Y3 _ 39.0 


Nondescript : 


N1 . - . 38.0 

N2  . . - . . . 32.0 


§  1464.27  1977  Crop— Puerto  Rican  To¬ 

bacco,  Type  46,  l.oan  Schedule.’ 


[Dollars  per  htmdred  pounds,  farm  sales 
weight]  * 

Grade :  Loan  rate 


Price  block  I  (CIF  and  CIP) . .  66 

Price  block  II  (XIF,  XIP,  and  XIS) .  61 

Price  block  in  (X2T,  X2F,  X2P, 

and  X2S) .  51 

Price  block  IV  (N) . . .  26 


[B’R  Doc.77-34822  Filed  12-5-77;8:45  am] 
^Tobacco  Is  eligible  for  loan  only  If  con¬ 
signed  by  the  original  producer.  No  loan  is 
authorized  for  tobacco  graded  “S”  (scrap) 
or  designated  "No-G”  (no  grade).  The  coop¬ 
erative  association  through  which  price  sup¬ 
port  is  made  available  is  authorized  to  de¬ 
duct  from  the  amount  paid  the  grower  $1 
per  hundred  pounds  to  apply  against  over¬ 
head  and  receiving  costs. 

*  Tobacco  is  eligible  for  loan  only  If  con¬ 
signed  by  the  original  producer.  No  loan  is 
authorized  for  tobacco  graded  “Nl”  or  “N2’* 
(nondescript)  or  “S”  (scrap)  or  designated 
“No-O”  (no  grade).  The  cooperative  associ¬ 
ation  through  which  price  support  is  made 
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[ 6355-01  ] 

Title  16 — Commercial  Practices 

CHAPTER  II— CONSUMER  PRODUCT 
SAFETY  COMMISSION 

PART  1500— HAZARDOUS  SUBSTANCES 
AND  ARTICLES;  ADMINISTRATION  AND 
ENFORCEMENT  REGULATIONS 

Children’s  Wearing  Apparel  Containing 
TRIS;  TRIS  and  Fabric,  Yarn  or  Fiber 
Containing  TRIS:  Withdrawal  of  Interpre¬ 
tations  as  Banned  Hazardous  Sub¬ 
stances 

AGENCY;  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission. 

ACTION :  Withdrawal  of  interpretations. 

SUMMARY ;  In  this  document,  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  withdrawing  its  interpreta¬ 
tions  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  April  8,  1977,  and  June  1,  1977,  con¬ 
cerning  the  chemical  flame  retardant 
TRIS  and  certain  products  containing 
TRIS.  In  a  notice  published  elsewhere  in 
today’s  Federal  Register  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  issued  a  statement  of  policy  that 
replaces  the  two  interpretations.  The 
Commission  has  taken  this  action  to 
clarify  its  policy  because  the  two  inter¬ 
pretations  have  been  misconstrued  and 
have  resulted  in  uncertainty  and  confu¬ 
sion  in  the  marketplace. 

DATES:  .The  withdrawal  is  effective  on 
December  6,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Alan  Shakin,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20207, 
202-634-7770. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  Commission  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  April  8,  1977  (42  FR 
18850),  and  June  1.  1977  (42  FR  28060), 
interpretations  of  the  Federal  Hazardous 
Substances  Act  (FHSA)  concerning 
TRIS-treated  children’s  wearing  apparel 
and  related  products.  These  interpreta¬ 
tions  have  resulted  in  marketplace  con¬ 
fusion  and  uncertainty  about  the  status 
of  the  TRIS  products.  The  Commission 
is  therefore  withdrawing  them  and  re¬ 
placing  them  with  a  statement  of  policy 
that  is  published  in  the  Notices  section  of 
today’s  Federal  Register  (FR  Doc.  77- 
34793). 

The  withdrawal  of  the  Commission’s 
interpretations  does  not  in  any  way  affect 
the  notice  given  by  the  Commission  on 
April  8  and  June  1,  1977  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  believes  that  TRIS-treated  chil¬ 
dren’s  wearing  apparel  and  TRIS  and 
fabric,  yarn  or  fiber  containing  TRIS 
intended  for  use  in  such  apparel  are 
banned  hazardous  substances  within  the 
meaning  of  the  FHSA  (15  U.S.C.  1261 
et  seq.) .  This  withdrawal  is  intended  only 
to  clarify  the  fact  that  the  Commission’s 
prior  Federal  Register  documents  were 


available  is  authorized  to  deduct  from  the 
amount  paid  the  grower  $1  per  hundred 
pounds  to  apply  against  overhead  and  re¬ 
ceiving  costs. 
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not  duly  promulgated  regulations  but 
were  policy  statements  which  provided 
public  notice  of  the  Commission’s  belief 
tiiat  these  TRIS  products  are  banned 
hazardous  substances  for  the  following 
reasons:  TRIS  is  toxic  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  15  U.S.C.  1261  fg)  in  that  it  has 
the  capacity  to  produce  personal  injury 
or  illness  to  man  through  ingestion  or 
absorption  through  the  body  surfaces: 
it  is  a  hazardous  substance  within  the 
meaning  of  15  U.S.C.  1261(f)(1)(A)  in 
that  it  is  toxic  and  may  cause  personal 
injury  or  substantial  illness  during  or 
as  a  proximate  result  of  any  customary 
or  reasonably  forseeable  handling  or  use, 
including  reasonably  forseeable  ingestion 
by  children.  Therefore,  the  Commission 
believes  that  TRIS-treated  children’s 
wearing  apparel  and  the  other  TRIS 
products  are  banned  hazardous  sub¬ 
stances  within  the  meaning  of  15  U.S.C. 
1261  (q)  (1)  (A)  in  that  such  products  are 
articles  intended  for  use  by  children 
which  bear  or  contain  a  hazardous  sub¬ 
stance  in  such  a  manner  as  to  be  sus¬ 
ceptible  of  access  by  a  child. 

The  background  of  this  matter  and  the 
Commission’s  reasons  for  withdrawing 
the  April  8  and  June  1  interpretations  are 
more  fully  discussed  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  document  which  issues  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  statement  of  policy. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Hazardous  Substances  Act 
(secs.  2(f)(1)(A),  (g),  (q)(l)(A)  and 
10(a),  74  Stat.  372,  374,  as  amended  80 
Stat.  1305;  15  U.S.C.  1261(f)  (1)  (A),  (g), 
(q)(l)(A),  1260(a))  and  imder  author¬ 
ity  vested  in  the  Consumer  Product 
Safety  Commission  by  the  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Act  (sec.  30(a),  86  Stat. 
1231;  15  U.S.C.  2079(a)).  the  Commis¬ 
sion  amends  16  CFR  1500.18  by  deleting 
paragraph  (d). 

Dated:  November  28, 1977. 

Richard  E.  Rapps, 
Secretary,  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.77-34792  Filed  12-5-77;8:45  ami 

[  1505-01  ] 

Title  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I — FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 

EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  FOR  HUMAN 
CONSUMPTION 

(Docket  No.  76F-04461 

PART  177 — INDIRECT  FOOD  ADDITIVES: 
POLYMERS 

Mineral  Reinforced  Nylon  Resins 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-29460  appearing  at  page 
54532,  in  the  fourth  line  of  the  first  full 
paragraph,  left  column,  page  54533, 
“3-(triethoxysilyl  proplyamine”  should 
read  “3-(triethoxysilyl)  propylamine”; 
and  in  the  seventh  line  of  §  177.2355(a), 
left  column,  page  54533,  “proplyamine” 
should  read  “propylamine”. 


[4110-03] 

SUBCHAPTER  E— ANIMAL  DRUGS,  FEEDS,  AND 
RELATED  PRODUCTS 

PART  520 — ORAL  DOSAGE  FORM  NEW 
ANIMAL  DRUGS  NOT  SUBJECT  TO 
CERTIFICATION 

Primidone  Tablets 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion. 

ACTION :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  ’The  animal  drug  regula¬ 
tions  are  amended  to  reflect  approval  of 
two  supplemental  new  animal  drug  ap¬ 
plications  (NADA’s)  filed  by  Ayerst  Lab¬ 
oratories  providing  for  use  of  50-  and 
250-milligram  primidone  tablets  for 
treating  dogs  for  certain  forms  of  epi¬ 
lepsy,  distemper,  and  hardpad  disease. 
In  addition,  the  regulations  are  amended 
to  specify  those  conditions  of  use  that 
were  classified  as  effective  by  a  National 
Academy  of  Science — National  Research 
Council  (NAS/NRC)  Drug  Efficacy 
Study  Group  evaluation  of  the  product. 

A  previous  Federal  Register  publication 
reflected  this  product’s  compliance  with 
the  conclusions  of  the  review. 

EFFECTIVE  DA’TE:  December  6, 1977. 

FOR  FUR'THER  INFORMA’TION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Henry  C.  Hewitt,  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine  (HFV-112),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane.  Rockville.  Md.  20857,  301-443- 
3430. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Ayerst  Laboratories,  Division  of  Ameri¬ 
can  Home  Products  Corp.,  685  Third 
Ave.,  New  York,  N.Y.  10017,  filed  two  sup¬ 
plemental  new  animal  drug  applications 
(9-392,  30-137V),  providing  for  use  of  a 
50-milligram  primidone  tablet  for  con¬ 
trolling  convulsions  associated  with  idio¬ 
pathic  epilepsy,  epileptiform  convulsions, 
viral  encephalitis,  distemper,  and  hard¬ 
pad  disease  that  occurs  as  a  clinically 
recognizable  lesion  in  certain  entities  in 
dogs,  and  revised  indications  for  use  of 
the  250-milligram  tablets  for  the  same 
conditions. 

Primidone  tablets  were  the  subject  of 
an  NAS/NRC  review  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  February  14,  1969 
(34  FR  2214).  In  this  publication  the 
Academy  concluded,  and  FDA  concurred, 
that  the  product  is  effective  in  dogs  for 
the  control  of  convulsions  associated  with 
true  epilepsy,  epileptiform  seizures,  viral 
encephalitis,  distemper,  and  hardpad 
disease. 

The  NAS/NRC  review  was  published 
to  inform  holders  of  NADA’s  as  to  the 
findings  of  the  Academy  and  the  agency, 
and  to  inform  all  interested  persons  that 
such  articles  may  be  marketed  provided 
they  are  the  subject  of  approved  NADA’s 
or  otherwise  comply  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Federal  Food.  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act.  No  new  efficacy  data  were 
required.  Supplemental  NADA’s  provid¬ 
ing  information  on  current  manufactur¬ 
ing  and  controls,  and  revised  labeling  re¬ 


flecting  the  review,  were  approved  by  a 
regulation  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  20,  1972  (37  FR 
28056).  The  regulation  reflecting  these 
approvals  (21  CFR  135c.92,  recodified  as 
21  CFR  520.1900  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  March  27,  1975  (40  FR  13802) )  did 
not  specify  those  conditions  of  use  which 
were  NAS/NRC  approved.  These  are  the 
drug  uses  for  which  approval  of  an  NADA 
does  not  require  efficacy  data  as  specified 
by  8  514.1(b)  (8)  (ii)  (21  CFR  514.1(b) 
(8)(ii))  of  the  animal  drug  regulations. 

This  document  amends  the  regulations 
to  indicate  those  conditions  of  use  for 
which  approvals  for  identical  products 
need  not  include  certain  types  of  efficacy 
data  required  for  approval  in  8  514.111 

(a)  (5)  (Vi)  (21  CFR  514.111(a)  (5)  (Vi)) 
of  the  animal  drug  regulations.  In  lieu 
of  that  data,  approval  may  require  bio¬ 
equivalency  or  similar  data  as  suggested 
in  the  guideline  for  submitting  NADA’s 
for  NAS/NRC  reviewed  generic  drugs, 
available  with  the  Hearing  Clerk  (HFC- 
20),  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

In  accordance  with  the  freedom  of 
information  regulations  and  §  514.11(e) 
(2)  (ii)  of  the  animal  drug  regulations,  a 
summary  of  safety  and  effectiveness  data 
and  information  submitted  to  support 
the  approval  of  this  application  is  re¬ 
leased  publicly.  The  summary  is  avail¬ 
able  for  public  examination  at  the  of¬ 
fice  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  (HFC-20), 
room  4-65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
Md.  20857,  Monday  through  Friday, 
from  9  a.m.  to  4  p.m.,  except  on  Federal 
holidays. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food. 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(i),  82 
Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i)))  and  un¬ 
der  authority  delegated  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  5.1), 

8  520.1900  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  520.1900  Primidone  tablets. 

(a)  Specifications.  Each  tablet  con¬ 
tains  50  or  250  milligrams  of  primidone. 

(b)  Sponsor.  See  No.  000046  in  8  510.- 
600(c)  of  this  chapter. 

(c)  Conditions  of  use  in  dogs — d) 
Amount.  Twenty-five  milligrams  of  pri¬ 
midone  per  pound  of  body  weight  (55 
milligrams  per  kilogram  of  body  weight) 
daily.' 

(2)  Indications  for  use.  For  the  con¬ 
trol  of  convulsions  associated  with  idio¬ 
pathic  epilepsy,  epileptiform  convulsions, 
viral  encephalitis,  distemper,  and  hard¬ 
pad  disease  that  occurs  as  a  clinically 
recognizable  lesion  in  certain  entities  in 
dogs.' 

(3)  Limitations.  The  tablets  may  be 
administered  whole  or  crushed  and 
mixed  with  the  food.  When  convulsions 
are  frequent,  the  dosage  should  be  di¬ 
vided  and  administered  at  intervals. 
Reduction  in  dosage  should  be  made 
gradually  and  never  be  abruptly  discon¬ 
tinued.  Do  not  use  in  feline  species,  as 


*  These  conditions  are  NAS/  NRC  reviewed 
and  deemed  effective.  Applications  for  these 
uses  need  not  Include  effectiveness  data  as 
specified  by  §  514.111  of  this  chapter,  but 
may  require  bloequlvalency  and  safety  in- 
formi^tion. 
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Primidone  appears  to  have  a  specific 
neurotoxicity  in  cats.  Federal  law  re¬ 
stricts  this  drug  to  use  by  or  on  the  order 
of  a  licensed  veterinarian.* 

Effective  date:  December  6,  1977. 

(Sec.  512(1),  82  Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b 
(1)).) 

Dated:  November  29, 1977. 

Fred  J.  Kingma, 
Acting  Director,  Bureau  of 

Veterinary  Medicine. 

(FR  Doc.77-34794  Piled  12-5-77;8:45  am) 


[ 1505-01 ] 

Title  26 — Internal  Revenue 

CHAPTER  I— INTERNAL  REVENUE  SERV¬ 
ICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

SUBCHAPTER  A— INCOME  TAX 

(T.D.  75141 

PART  1— INCOME  TAX;  TAXABLE  YEARS 
BEGINNING  AFTER  DECEMBER  31,  1953 

Definition  of  Qualified  Export  Receipts  and 
Other  Terms  for  Purposes  of  DISC 

Correction 

'  In  FR  Doc.  77-30244,  appearing  at  page 
55452  in  the  issue  of  Monday,  October 
17,  1977,  the  file  line  which  appears  in 
brackets  at  the  end  of  the  document 
should  read  as  follows: 

(FR  Doc.77-30244  Filed  10-14-77;8 ;45  am) 


[4410-01  ] 

Title  28 — Judicial  Administration 
CHAPTER  I— DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

PART  20 — CRIMINAL  JUSTICE 
INFORMATION  SYSTEMS 

Extension  of  Implementation  Date 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Justice,  Law 
Enforcement  Assistance  Administration 
(LEAA). 

ACTION:  Amendment  to  regulation. 

SUMMARY:  The  amendment  extends 
the  date  for  implementation  of  the  LEAA 
regulations  governing  Criminal  History 
Record  Information  Systems  from  De¬ 
cember  31,  1977,  to  March  1,  1978. 

An  LEAA  examination  of  the  ability 
of  the  States  to  meet  the  December  31 
deadline  has  indicated  that,  with  mini¬ 
mal  exceptions,  compliance  with  all  or 
part  of  the  regulations  by  the  December 
deadline  would  be  totally  beyond  the 
capability  of  many  States.  Further  dead¬ 
line  extensions  will  be  given  only  upon  a 
finding  that  States  have  made  a  good 
faith  effort  to  Implement  the  regulations 
and  have  implemented  the  regulations  to 
the  maximum  extent  feasible. 

EFFECmVE  DATE :  This  amendment  is 
effective  December  6,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Thomas  J.  Madden,  General  Counsel, 
LEAA,  202-376-3691. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  regulations  governing  privacy  and 
security  of  criminal  history  information 
systems  require  that  States  implement 


procedures  by  December  31,  1977,  to  in¬ 
sure  complete  and  accurate  records, 
place  limitations  on  dissemination,  re¬ 
quire  audit,  and  system  security.  The 
regulations  also  required  that  States  pre¬ 
pare,  and  submit  to  LEAA,  a  State  Pri¬ 
vacy  and  Security  Plan  describing  the 
operational  procedures  to  be  developed 
in  each  of  these  five  areas. 

An  LEAA  examination  of  the  ability 
of  the  States  to  meet  the  December  31 
deadline  has  indicated  that,  with  mini¬ 
mal  exceptions,  compliance  with  all  or 
part  of  the  regulations  by  the  December 
deadline  would  be  totally  beyond  the 
capability  of  many  States.  Essentially, 
LEAA  has  determined  that  only  those 
States  which  had  been  involved  in  crimi¬ 
nal  justice  systems  and/or  privacy  and 
security  activity  for  a  substantial  period 
of  time  could  come  into  significant 
■  compliance. 

There  are  a  number  of  reasons  why 
full  compliance  cannot  be  achieved. 
Budgetary  limitations  at  both  the  Fed¬ 
eral  and  State  levels,  for  example,  have 
precluded  expenditures  necessary  for 
hardware  and  personnel.  LEAA  also 
found  that  the  time  required  for  develop¬ 
ment  of  statewide  coordination  and  co¬ 
operation  among  components  of  the 
criminal  justice  community  exceeded 
initial  estimates  in  the  regulations.  In 
addition,  there  were  serious  difficulties 
in  many  States  in  establishing  a  state¬ 
wide  system  for  reporting  of  court  dis¬ 
positions  to  a  central  repository.  Further¬ 
more,  the  enactment  of  legislation  con¬ 
sidered  necessary  by  the  States  for  im¬ 
plementation  of  dissemination  and  dis¬ 
position  reporting  requirements  has  re¬ 
quired  extensive  policy  development  and 
coordination  and  necessary  legislation 
was  not  passed.  This  problem  was  com¬ 
pounded  in  those  States  with  biennial 
•legislative  sessions  that  were  completed 
in  1976.  These  problems  have  impacted 
on  the  ability  of  States  to  comply  with 
security,  audit,  dissemination,  and  com¬ 
pleteness  and  accuracy  requirements. 

Therefore,  LEAA  is  extending  the 
deadline  for  compliance  until  March  1, 
1978,  in  order  to  provide  an  opportunity 
for  submission  of  State  requests  for  fur¬ 
ther  extensions.  Further  extensions  will 
be  granted  only  upon  a  showing  that  a 
good  faith  effort  has  been  made  to  im¬ 
plement  the  regulations  and  progress  has 
been  undertaken  to  the  maximum  extent 
feasible.  Revised  schedules  for  imple¬ 
mentation  will  be  established  for  indi¬ 
vidual  States  consistent  with  LEAA 
standards. 

Recognizing  that  certain  State  com¬ 
pliance  -procedures  to  be  effective  must 
have  explicit  legislative  foundation,  dates 
for  full  implementation  will  be  keyed  to 
the  legislative  schedules  in  each  State. 
Initial  conduct  of  audits  will  be  required 
thereafter  as  well. 

No  specific  time  deadline  is  being  im¬ 
posed  upon  complete  and  accurate  rec¬ 
ords.  To  the  maximum  extent  feasible,  it 
is  expected  that  all  States  will  continu¬ 
ously  work  toward  the  goals  set  out  in 
§  20.21(a)  without  undue  delay. 

Individual  access,  challenge  and  review 
requirements  (§  20.21(g) )  and  the  ability 
to  provide  administrative  security  ( §  20.- 


21(f ) )  should  impose  no  significant  tech¬ 
nical  or  financial  hardship  on  States; 
therefore,  no  extension  will  be  given.  By 
July  31,  1978,  each  State  W'ill  be  required 
to  submit  a  certificate  of  compliance  in 
these  two  areas.  Administrative  security 
refers  to  administrative  actions  rather 
than  physical  hardware  to  provide  sys¬ 
tem  security. 

LEAA  determined  it  would  be  more 
appropriate  to  have  individual  States  set 
their  own  time  periods  for  compliance 
within  designated  outer  limits  rather 
than  provide  a  fixed  two-  or  three-year 
extension  for  all  requirements  applicable 
to -all  States  regardless  of  prior  activity 
or  level  of  capability.  This  allows  for 
differing  State  capabilities  and  the  varia¬ 
tions  between  States’  legislative  sched¬ 
ules. 

Not  all  States  may  need  to  request  an 
extension.  However,  where  a  State  does 
request  an  extension,  the  State  should 
submit  a  brief  and  succinct  description 
of  activities  which  have  been  undertaken 
to  comply  with  each  of  the  five  major  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  regulations  and  of  the 
extent  to  which  compliance  is  in  place  at 
this  time.  The  State  should  also  submit 
a  description  of  specific  administrative, 
legislative,  budgetary,  or  technical  fac¬ 
tors  which  have  precluded  complete  im¬ 
plementation.  The  request  should  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  projected  schedule  of 
full  compliance  and  a  justification  for  the 
selected  dates  consistent  with  the  time¬ 
tables  set  out  in  the  amendment.  Such 
documentation  must  be  received  by 
March  1,  1978.  LEAA  will  approve  or  dis¬ 
approve  the  request  within  90  days.  In 
addition,  an  amendment  is  being  made 
to  §  20.21(a)(1)  so  that  where  a  local 
criminal  justice  agency  has  the  most  up- 
to-date  criminal  history  record,  it  need 
not  query  the  central  repository  before 
disseminating  the  record. 

This  amendment  does  not  revise  in 
any  way  the  rules  under  Part  C,  the  crim¬ 
inal  history  record  information  in  the 
FBI’s  NCIC  and  Identification  Divisions. 

In  view  of  the  immediacy  of  the  time 
frame  which  would,  without  this  amend¬ 
ment,  require  compliance  by  December 
31,  1977,  and  the  necessity  to  allow 
States  a  sufficient  period  of  time  to  sub¬ 
mit  a  revised  implementation  schedule, 
LEAA  has  determined  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  for  comment  are  im¬ 
practicable.  Furthermore,  since  this 
amendment  relieves  a  restriction  by  ex¬ 
tending  the  date  upon  which  implemen¬ 
tation  must  occur,  LEAA  has  determined 
that  good  cause  exists  for  making  the 
rule  effective  immediately. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Law  Enforcement  Assist¬ 
ance  Administration  by  Sections  501  and 
524  of  the  Omnibus  Crime  Control  and 
Safe  Streets  Act  of  1968,  42  U.S.C.  §  3701, 
et  seq.,  as  amended  (Pub.  L.  90-351,  as 
amended  by  Pub.  L.  93-83,  Pub.  L.  94- 
415,  Pub.  L.  94-430,  Pub.  L.  94-503,  and 
Pub.  L.  95-115),  these  amendments  to 
Chapter  I  of  Title  28  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  are  hereby  adopted: 

§20.21  [Amended] 

In  §  20.21(a)  (1),  the  fourth  sentence 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows:  “Procedures 
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shall  be  established  for  criminal  justice 
agencies  to  query  the  central  repository 
prior  to  dissemination  of  any  criminal 
history  record  information  unless  it  can 
be  assured  that  the  most  up-to-date  dis¬ 
position  data  is  being  used.” 

8.  In  §  20.21(b),  delete  the  words  “By 
December  31,  1977”  and  begin  the  sen¬ 
tence  with  the  word  “Insure”. 

§  20.23  [.Amended] 

a.  In  §  20.23,  delete  references  to  “De¬ 
cember  31,  1977”  in  last  two  sentences 
and  substitute  “March  1,  1978”  in  each 
scntcricc. 

b.  At  the  end  of  §  20.23,  add  the  fol¬ 
lowing  : 

§  20.23  Doeumentalion:  Approval  by 
I.EAA. 

*  *  *  Where  a  State  finds  it  is  un¬ 
able  to  provide  final  certification  that  all 
required  procedures  as  set  forth  in 
§  20.21  will  be  operational  by  March  1, 
1978,  a  further  extension  of  the  deadline 
will  be  granted  by  LEAA  upon  a  show¬ 
ing  that  the  State  has  made  a  good  faith 
effort  to 'implement  these  regulations  to 
the  maximum  extent  feasible.  Docu¬ 
mentation  justifying  the  request  for  the 
extension  including  a  proposed  time¬ 
table  for  full  compliance  must  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  LEAA  by  March  1,  1978.  Where 
a  State  submits  a  request  for  an  exten¬ 
sion,  the  implementation  date  will  be 
extended  an  additional  90  days  while 
LEAA  reviews  the  documentation  for 
approval  or  disapproval.  To  be  approved, 
such  revised  schedule  must  be  consistent 
with  the  timetable  and  procedures  set 
out  below: 

(a)  July  31,  1978 — Submission  of  cer¬ 
tificate  of  compliance  with: 

(1)  Individual  access,  challenge,  and 
review  requirements; 

(2)  Administrative  security: 

(3)  Physical  security  to  the  maximum 
extent  feasible. 

(b)  Thirty  days  after  the  end  of  a 
State’s  next  legislative  session — Submis¬ 
sion  to  LEAA  of  a  description  of  State 
policy  on  dissemination  of  criminal  his¬ 
tory  record  information. 

(c)  Six  months  after  the  end  of  a 
State’s  legislative  session — Submission  to 
LEAA  of  a  brief  and  concise  description 
of  standards  and  operating  procedures  to 
be  followed  by  all  criminal  justice  agen¬ 
cies  covered  by  LEAA  regulations  in  com¬ 
plying  with  the  State  policy  on  dissem¬ 
ination. 

(d)  Eighteen  months  after  the  end  of 
a  State’s  legislative  session — Submission 
to  LEAA  of  a  certificate  attesting  to  the 
conduct  of  an  audit  of  the  State  central 
repository  and  of  a  random  number  of 
other  criminal  justice  agencies  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  LEAA  regulations. 

James  M.  H.  Gregg, 
Office  of  Planning  and  Manage¬ 
ment,  Law  Enforcement  As¬ 
sistance  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.77-34877  Plied  12-5-77;8:45  am] 


[ 3810-71  ] 

Title  32 — National  Defense 
CHAPTER  VI— DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVY 

SUBCHAPTER  B— NAVIGATION 

PART  707— SPECIAL  RULES  WITH  RE¬ 
SPECT  TO  ADDITIONAL  STATION  AND 
SIGNAL  LIGHTS 

Special  Rules  Promulgated  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy 

AGENCY:  Department  of  the  Navy, 
DOD. 

ACTION :  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  purpose  of  these  rules 
is  to  w’arn  mariners  that  when  U.S.  naval 
vessels  are  met  in  international  and  in¬ 
land  waters,  some  of  the  navigational 
lights  displayed  may  be  special  lights 
for  naval  purposes.  When  used,  these 
special  lights  may  be  displayed  simul¬ 
taneously  with  the  ordinary  navigational 
lights  required  by  the  International 
Regulations  for  Preventing  Collisions  at 
Sea,  1972  (72  COLREGS),  and  the  In¬ 
land  Navigational  Rules.  These  lights  are 
located  and  characterized  in  such  a 
fashion  that,  as  far  as  possible,  they  can¬ 
not  be  mistaken  for  any  light  authorized 
by  those  regulations.  The  intended  effect 
of  these  rules  is  to  avoid  confusing 
mariners  by  the  display  of  these  lights, 
and  to  warn  them  that  w'hen  these  lights 
are  used  a  special  situation  exists  for 
which  due  care  in  view  of  the  circum¬ 
stances  should  be  exercised. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  December  7,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Lieutenant  M.  D.  Seiders,  JAGC,  USN, 
Admiralty  Division,  Office  of  the  Judge 
Advocate  General,  Navy  Department, 
Washington,  D.C.  20370,  telephone: 
202-694-5188. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
This  revised  Part  707  publishes  special 
rules  with  respect  to  additional  station 
and  signal  lights  promulgated  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  for  vessels  of  the 
Navy,  pursuant  to  the  International 
Navigational  Rules  Act  of  1977  (Pub.  L. 
95-75,  July  27,  1977,  33  U.S.C.  §  1601,  et 
seq.)  and  Article  13  of  the  Inland 
Navigational  Rules  (33  U.S.C.  §  182). 

Section  1606  of  33  U.S.C.  provides  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  with  authority  to 
promulgate  special  rules  with  respect  to 
additional  station  or  signal  lights  for 
ships  of  war  or  vessels  proceeding  under 
convoy,  so  long  as  those  lights  are  such 
that,  as  far  as  possible,  they  cannot  be 
mistaken  for  any  light  authorized  by  the 
72  COLREGS.  Notice  of  such  special 
rules  must  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and,  after  the  effective  date 
specified  in  such  notice,  they  shall  have 
effect  as  if  they  were  part  of  the  72 
COLREGS. 

Section  182  of  33  U.S.C.  provides  that 
nothing  in  the  Inland  Navigational  Rules 
shall  interfere  with  the  operation  of  any 


special  rules  made  by  the  Govei-nment 
with  respect  to  additional  station  and 
signal  lights  for  two  or  more  ships  of 
war  or  for  vessels  sailing  under  convoy. 
These  rules  must  be  duly  registered  and 
published.  ^ 

Since  this  revision  pertains  tq  a  mili¬ 
tary  and  foreign-affairs  function  of  the 
United  States,  the  rule-making  require¬ 
ments  of  5  U.S.C.  553  do  not  apply.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  32  CFR  is  amended  by  revising 
Part  707  as  follows: 

Sec. 

707.1  Purpose  of  regulations. 

707.2  Man  overboard  lights. 

707.3  Yard  arm  signaling  lights. 

707.4  Aircraft  warning  lights. 

707.5  Underway  replenishment  contour 

lights. 

707.6  Minesweeping  station  keeping  lights. 

707.7  Submarine  identification  light. 

707.8  Special  operations  lights. 

707.9  Convoy  operations  stern  light. 

707.10  Wake  illumination  light. 

707.11  Flight  operations  lights. 

707.12  Amphibious  operations  lights. 

Authority:  The  provisions  of  this  Part  707 
are  issued  under  33  U.S.C.  §  182  and  33  U.S.C. 

§  1606. 

§  707.1  Purpose  of  regulations. 

All  ships  are  warned  that  when  U.S. 
naval  vessels  are  met  in  international 
and  inland  waters,  some  of  the  naviga¬ 
tional  lights  displayed  by  them  may  be 
special  lights  for  naval  purposes.  When 
used,  they  may  be  displayeil  simultane¬ 
ously  with  the  ordinary  navigational 
lights  required  by  the  International 
Regulations  for  Preventing  Collisions  at 
Sea,  1972,  or  the  Inland  Navigational 
Rules.  The  lights  are  located  and  charac¬ 
terized  in  such  a  fashion  that,  as  far  as 
possible,  they  cannot  be  mistaken  for 
any  light  authorized  by  either  set  of 
rules.  This  part  publishes  the  special 
rules  with  respect  to  these  additional  sta¬ 
tion  and  signal  lights  promulgated  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  for  vessels  of 
the  Navy. 

§  707.2  Man  ovt-rboard  lights. 

Naval  vessels  may  display,  as  a  means 
of  indicating  man  overboard,  two  pulsat¬ 
ing,  all  round  red  lights  in  the  vertical 
line  located  on  a  mast  from  where  they 
can  best  be  seen. 

§  707.3  Y’ard  arm  signalling  lights. 

Naval  vessels  may  display,  as  a  means 
of  visual  signalling,  white  all  round  lights 
at  the  ends  of  the  yard  arms.  These 
lights  will  flash  in  varying  sequences  to 
convey  the  intended  signal. 

§  707.4  .Aircraft  warning  lights. 

Naval  vessels  may  display,  as  a  means 
of  indicating  the  presence  of  an  obstruc¬ 
tion  to  low  flying  aircraft,  one  all  round 
red  light  on  each  obstruction. 

§  707,5  Underway  replenishment  con¬ 
tour  lights. 

Naval  vessels  may  display,  as  a  means 
of  outlining  the  contour  of  the  delivery 
ship  during  nighttime  underway  re- 
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plenishment  operations,  red  lights  at  de¬ 
livery  ship  deck  edge  extremities. 

§  707.6  Minesweeping  station  keeping 
lights. 

Naval  vessels  engaged  in  minesweeping 
operations  may  display,  as  an  aid  in 
maintaining  prescribed  intervals  and 
bearings,  two  white  lights  in  a  vertical 
line  visible  from  070°  through  290°  rela¬ 
tive. 

§  707.7  Submarine  id'entinralion  light. 

Submarines  may  display,  as  a  distinc¬ 
tive  means  of  identification,  an  inter¬ 
mittently  flashing  amber  beacon  located 
on  the  mast  where  it  can  best  be  seen, 
as  near  as  practicable,  all  around  the 
horizon. 

§  707.8  Speeial  operations  lights. 

Naval  vessels  may  display,  as  a  means 
of  coordinating  certain  special  opera¬ 
tions,  a  revolving  beam  colored  red, 
green,  or  amber,  located  on  either  yard 
arm  or  the  mast  platform  from  where 
it  can  best  be  seen  all  around  the 
horizon. 

§  707.9  Convoy  operations  stern  light. 

Naval  vessels  may  display,  during  pe¬ 
riods  of  convoy  operations,  a  blue  light 
located  near  the  stern  with  the  same 
characteristics  as,  but  in  lieu  of,  the  nor¬ 
mal  white  stem  light. 

§  707.10  ^’ake  illumination  light. 

Naval  vessels  may  display  a  white  spot 
light  located  near  the  stern  to  illuminate 
the  wake. 

§  707.11  Flight  operations  lights. 

Naval  vessels  engaged  in  night  flight 
operations  may  display  various  arrange¬ 
ments  of  light  systems  containing  com¬ 
binations  of  different  colored  lights  as  a 
means  of  assisting  in  the  launch  and 
recovery  of  aircraft  and  enhancing  flight 
safety.  These  light  systems  will  be  loca¬ 
ted  at  various  points  on  the  vessels,  de¬ 
pending  on  the  vessel  type  and  the  nature 
of  the  flight  operations  being  conducted. 

§  707.12  Amphibious  oporationsi  lights. 

Naval  vessels  engaged  in  night  am¬ 
phibious  operations  may  display  various 
arrangements  of  light  systems  contain¬ 
ing  combinations  of  different  colored 
lights  as  a  means  of  assisting  in  the 
launch  and  recovery  of  assault  craft  and 
enhancing  the  safety  of  the  amphibious 
operation.  These  light  systems  will  be 
located  at  various  points  on  the  vessel, 
depending  on  the  vessel  type  and  the  na¬ 
ture  of  the  amphibious  operations  being 
conducted. 

Effective  date;  The  effective  date  of 
the  special  rules  contained  in  this  Part 
707  will  be  December  7,  1977. 

Dated:  November  18,  1977. 

W.  Graham  Claytor,  Jr., 
Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

IFR  Doc.77-34806  Filed  12-5-77;8:45  am] 


[  1505-01  ] 

Title  41 — Public  Contracts  and  Property 
Management 

CHAPTER  101— FEDERAL  PROPERTY 
MANAGEMENT  REGULATIONS 

SUBCHAPTER  E— SUPPLY  AND  PROCUREMENT 

(FPMR  Amendment  £-211] 

PART  101-26— PROCUREMENT  SOURCES 
AND  PROGRAMS 

Procurement  and  Requisitioning  of  Items 
and  Services 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-32602,  appearing  at 
page  58747  in  the  issue  of  Friday,  No¬ 
vember  11,  1977,  make  the  following 
changes  in  paragraph  (c)  of  §  101-26.305 
on  page  58748: 

1.  The  third  line  of  the  paragraph 
should  read,  “curred  by  GSA  in  export 
packing,  mark — ”. 

2.  The  eighth  line  of  the  paragraph 
should  read,  “factor  of  the  value  of  the 
material”, 

3.  The  tenth  line  of  the  paragraph 
should  read,  “areas  and  the  current  per¬ 
centage  of  sur — ”, 


[ 7035-01  ] 

Title  49 — Transportation 

CHAPTER  X — INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A — GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

[Twelfth  Revised  Service  Order  No.  1234] 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 
Distribution  of  Freight  Cars 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission. 

ACTION:  Emergency  Order  (Twelfth 
Revised  Service  Order  No.  1234) . 

SUMMARY;  Tariff  provisions  often  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  cars  having  high  weight 
carrying  or  cubic  capacity.  Many  carriers 
have  shortages  of  these  high  capacity 
cars  but  have  ample  supplies  of  similar 
cars  of  lesser  capacity,  i^rvice  Order  No. 
1234  authorizes  railroads,  with  the  con¬ 
sent  of  the  shipper,  to  substitute  suffi¬ 
cient  smaller  cars  for  larger  cars  ordered 
to  transport  specified  kinds  of  freight 
subject  to  the  minimum  quantity  per 
shipment  required  by  the  applicable 
tariffs. 

DATES:  Effective  12:01  a.m.,  Decem¬ 
ber  1,  1977.  Expires  11:59  p.m.,  March  31, 
1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

C.  C.  Robinson,  Chief.  Utilization  and 
Distribution  Branch,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20423,  telephone:  202-275-7840,  telex 
89-2742. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  order  is  printed  in  full  below. 


At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
30th  day  of  November,  1977. 

There  is  an  acute  shortage  of  high 
capacity  freight  cars  for  transporting 
shipments  of  barium  sulphate  (crude 
barite,  ground  or  not  ground)  beet  pel¬ 
lets,  citrus  pulp,  citrus  pellets,  clay,  fer¬ 
tilizer,  phosphate  (dried  or  ground, 
treated  or  untreated) ,  fish  meal,  grain, 
grain  products,  peanuts,  salt,  soybeans, 
soybean  products,  cottonseed  hulls,  pea¬ 
nut  hulls,  soybean  hulls  or  sunflower 
seeds  caused  by  certain  tariff  provisions 
specifying  the  minimum  quantities  that 
must  be  loaded  into  cars  offered  to  the 
carriers  for  transport.  At  the  same  time 
smaller  cars,  suitable  except  as  to  capac¬ 
ity,  are  available  for  transporting  these 
products.  The  inability  of  the  carriers 
and  shippers  to  utilize  the  smaller  capac¬ 
ity  cars  in  place  of  the  larger  cars  re¬ 
quired  by  tariff  provisions  is  resulting 
in  great  economic  loss  to  both  shippers 
and  carriers.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  an  emergency  exists  requiring 
immediate  action  to  modify  existing 
rules,  regulations  and  practices  with  re¬ 
spect  to  car  service  to  secure  maximum 
utilization  of  the  available  supply  of 
freight  cars  and  to  alleviate  shortages 
of  cars.  Accordingly,  the  Commission 
finds  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
are  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest,  and  that  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  order  effective 
upon  less  than  thirty  days’  notice. 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

§  1033.1234  Distribution  of  freight  cars. 

(a)  Subject  to  the  concurrence  of  the 
shipper,  carriers  may  substitute  a  suffi¬ 
cient  number  of  smaller  cars  for  larger 
cars  ordered  to  transport  shipments  of 
barium  sulphate  (crude  barite,  ground  or 
not  ground),  beet  pellets,  citrus  pulp, 
citrus  pellets,  clay,  fertilizer,  phosphate 
(dried  or  ground,  treated  or  untreated), 
fish  meal,  grain,  grain  products,  peanuts, 
salt,  soybeans,  soybean  products,  cotton¬ 
seed  hulls,  peanut  hulls,  soybean  hulls  or 
sunflower  seeds  regardless  of  tariff  re¬ 
quirements  specifying  minimum  cubic 
or  weight  carrying  capacity.  (See  excep¬ 
tions  (b)  and  (c) .) 

(b)  Exception.  This  order  shall  not  ap¬ 
ply  to  shipments  subject  to  tariff  provi¬ 
sions  requiring  the  use  of  twenty -five  or 
more  cars  per  shipment. 

(c)  Exception.  This  order  shall  not  ap¬ 
ply  to  shipments  subject  to  tariff  pro^- 
sions  which  require  that  cars  be  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  shipper. 

(d)  Rates  and  Minimum  Weights  Ap¬ 
plicable.  The  rates  to  be  applied  and  the 
minimum  weights  applicable  to  ship¬ 
ments  for  which  cars  smaller  than  those 
ordered  have  been  furnished  and  loaded 
as  authorized  by  Section  (a)  of  this  or¬ 
der  shall  be  the  rates  and  minimum 
weights  applicable  to  the  larger  cars  or¬ 
dered. 
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(e)  Billing  to  be  Endorsed.  The  carrier 
substituting  smaller  cars  for  larger  cars 
as  authorized  by  Section  (a)  of  this  or¬ 
der  shall  place  the  following  endorsement 
on  the  bill  of  lading  and  on  the  waybills 
authorizing  movement  of  the  car; 

Car  of  ( _ )  cu.  ft.  and  of  ( _ )  lbs.  or 

greater  capacity  ordered.  Smaller  cars  fur¬ 
nished  authority  Twelfth  Revised  ICC  Serv¬ 
ice  Order  No.  1234. 

(f)  Concurrence  of  Shipper  Required. 
Smaller  cars  shall  not  be  furnished  in  lieu 
of  cars  of  greater  capacity  without  the 
consent  of  the  shipper. 

(g)  Exceptions.  Exceptions  to  this  or¬ 
der  may  be  authorized  to  railroads  by  the 
Railroad  Service  Board,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20423.  Requests  for  such  exception 
must  be  submitted  in  writing,  or  con¬ 
firmed  in  writing,  and  must  clearly  state 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

the  points  at  which  .such  exceptions  are 
requested  and  the  reason  therefor. 

(h)  Rules  and  Regulations  Suspend¬ 
ed.  The  operation  of  all  rules,  regulations, 
or  tariff  provisions  is  suspended  insofar 
as  they  conflict  with  the  provisions  of 
this  order. 

<i)  Application.  The  provisions  of  this 
order  shall  apply  to  intrastate,  inter¬ 
state,  and  foreign  commerce. 

(j)  Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  at  12:01  a.m.,  December  1, 
1977. 

(k)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  March  31,  1978,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  modified,  changed,  or  sus¬ 
pended  by  order  of  this  Commission. 

(49  U.S.C.  1(12),  (15),  (16),  and  17(2).) 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  copies  of 
this  order  shall  be  served  upon  the  As¬ 


sociation  of  American  Railroads,  Car 
Service  Division,  as  agent  of  the  rail¬ 
roads  subscribing  to  the  car  service  and 
car  hire  agreement  under  the  terms  of 
that  agreement,  and  upon  the  American 
Short  Line  Railroad  Association;  and 
that  notice  of  this  order  shall  be  given  to 
the  general  public  by  depositing  a  copy 
in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commi.ssion  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by 
filing  it  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  members  Robert  S.  Turkington 
and  Leonard  J.  Schloer.  Member  Leon¬ 
ard  J.  Schloer  not  participating. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-34873  Filed  12-5-77; 8: 45  am] 
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» 

proposed  rules 


This  section  of  tho  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contsins  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


[3410-16] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Soil  Conservation  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  622  ] 

WATERSHED  PROJECTS  DEAUTHORIZA¬ 
TION  OF  PUB.  L  83-566  WATERSHED 
PROJECTS 

General  Guidelines 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  Soil  Conservation  Service  (SCS) . 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY;  This  section  will  provide  a 
way  to  deauthorize  and  delete  watershed 
projects  in  which  no  construction  has 
started  within  eight  (8)  years  after  ap¬ 
proval  for  operations  and  other  water¬ 
shed  projects  selected  for  deauthoriza¬ 
tion  by  the  State  Conservationist  where 
it  is  unlikely  that  planned  measures  will 
be  Installed.  The  deauthorization  of 
funding  will  remove  the  projects  from 
consideration  for  funds,  staff  assistance, 
and  other  resource  demands.  The  re¬ 
leased  resources  will  be  available  for  con¬ 
centration  on  high  priority  projects 
which  can  be  installed  in  a  more  efficient 
way. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  January  7, 1978.  Proposed  effec¬ 
tive  date:  February  7, 1978. 

ADDRESS:  Send  all  comments  to;  Direc¬ 
tor,  Watershed  Division,  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  P.O.  Box  2890,  Washington,  D.C. 
20013. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

J.  W.  Mitchell,  202-447-3527. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  Soil  Conservation  Service  proposes 
to  amend  7  CFR  Chapter  VI,  Subchapter 
C,  by  adding  a  new  §  622.55  to  Part  622 — 
Watershed  Projects,  as  follows:  Inter¬ 
ested  persons  are  invited  to  participate 
in  the  proposed  regulation  change  by 
submitting  written  comments.  All  com¬ 
ments  received  on  or  before  January  7, 
1978,  will  be  considered  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  before  taking  any  action  on  the 
proposed  rule.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  due  to  com¬ 
ments  received.  All  comments  submitted 
will  be  made  available,  both  before  and 
after  the  closing  date  for  comments,  by 
the  Administrator  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  persons.  If  it  is  determined  to  be 
in  the  public  interest  to  proceed  further 
after  consideration  of  the  available  data 


and  comments  received  in  response  to 
this  notice,  the  amended  regulation  will 
be  issued. 

§  622.55  Deauthorization  of  ProjectM. 

(a)  By  February  1,  each  calendar  year, 
the  State  Conservationist  shall  examine 
watershed  projects  for  which  he  is  re¬ 
sponsible  in  which  no  structural  measures 
have  been  installed  for  eight  (8)  years 
after  approval  for  installation  of  works 
of  improvement  (See  §  622.40).  If,  after 
agreement  with  sponsors,  the  State  Con¬ 
servationist  determines  it  unlikely  that 
planned  measures  will  be  installed,  he 
will  initiate  project  deauthorization  ac¬ 
tion,  as  provided  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section.  State  Conservationists  may  elect 
to  begin  deauthorization  sooner  where 
it  is  unlikely  that  planned  measures  will 
be  installed  and  sponsors  concur  in  the 
deauthorization. 

(b)  The  State  Conservationist  will  no¬ 
tify  the  Administrator  of  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service  and  concerned  State 
and  other  agencies,  which  had  been  no¬ 
tified  that  the  project  was  approved  for 
installation  of  works  of  improvements,  of 
the  proposed  deauthorization.  The  envi¬ 
ronmental  consequences  of  deauthoriza¬ 
tion  will  be  documented  by  an  appropri¬ 
ate  Environmental  Assessment  and  other 
steps,  as  required  by  SCS  procedure  7 
CFR  650.  If  authorization  for  funding  by 
the  Administrator  of  the  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service  is  subject  to  approval  by  res¬ 
olution  by  a  committee  of  Congress,  the 
appropriate  committee  will  be  given  writ¬ 
ten  notice  of  the  proposed  deauthoriza¬ 
tion  sixty  (60)  days  before  final  deau¬ 
thorization  action  is  taken.  Projects 
approved  administratively  will  be  de- 
authorized  by  State  Conservationists 
after  notification  of  the  Administrator 
of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service.  Notice 
of  all  project  deauthorization  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  by  the 
State  Conservationist.  The  State  Con¬ 
servationist  will  notify  sponsors  and 
concerned  Federal,  State,  and  local  agen¬ 
cies  of  final  action.  Deauthorization  pro¬ 
ceedings  may  be  cancelled  by  the  State 
Conservationist  based  upon  public.  Con¬ 
gressional,  or  sponsor  action  at  any  time 
before  the  notice  is  published. 

Dated;  November  11, 1977. 

R.  M.  Davis, 

Administrator. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.904,  Watershed  Protection 
and  Flood  Prevention  Program — Pub.  L. 
83-566,  16  use  (1001-1008).) 

(FR  Doc.77-34804  Filed  12-5-77; 8; 46  am] 


[ 3410-02  ] 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Ch.  IX  ] 

(Docket  No.  AO-3791 

CARROTS  GROWN  IN  THE  FORTY-EIGHT 
CONTIGUOUS  STATES 

Recommended  Decision  and  Opportunity 
To  File  Written  Exceptions  To  Proposed 
Marketing  Agreement  and  Order 

AGENCY :  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice,  USDA. 

ACTION;  Proposed  Rule. 

SUMMARY :  This  recommended  decision 
proposes  a  marketing  agreement  and 
order  regulating  the  handling  of  carrots 
grown  in  the  48  contiguous  States.  It  pro¬ 
vides  interested  persons  with  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  file  written  exceptions  concern¬ 
ing  the  recommendations  made  therein. 

The  proposed  order  would  authorize 
regulations  to  fix  the  weight  of  consumer 
bags,  capacity  of  the  master  containers, 
or  markings  on  containers  used  for  pack¬ 
aging  fresh  market  carrots.  Authority 
also  would  be  provided  for  research  proj¬ 
ects  directly  related  to  the  regulation  of 
containers  as  authorized  by  the  order. 
The  primary  objective  of  the  proposal  is 
to  standardize  consumer  packages  used 
for  fresh  carrots.  This  should  help  re¬ 
duce  high  costs  of  carrot  packing  and 
marketing  and  facilitate  improvement  in 
the  productivity  of  carrot  packing  plants. 

DATE:  Written  exceptions  to  this  rec¬ 
ommended  decision  may  be  filed  by  Jan¬ 
uary  6.  1978. 

ADDRESS:  Written  exceptions  should  be 
filed  in  duplicate  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
room  1077,  South  Building,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250.  All  written  submissions  will  be 
made  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  during 
regular  business  hours  (7  CFR  1.27  (b) ) . 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION.  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  Deputy  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250,  202-447-6393. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Prior' documents  in  this  proceeding: 
Notice  of  Hearing — Issued  September  13, 
1976  and  published  September  16,  1976 
(41  FR  39772). 

Preliminary  Statement 
Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  filing  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk  of  this  recommended 
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PROPOSED  RULES 


decision  with  respect  to  a  proposed  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  regulating 
the  handling  of  carrots  grown  in  the  48 
contiguous  States. 

The  above  notice  of  filing  of  the  deci¬ 
sion  and  of  opportunity  to  file  exceptions 
thereto  is  issued  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seg.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part 
900). 

The  proposed  marketing  agreement 
and  order  were  formulated  on  the  record 
of  a  public  hearing  held  at  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  November  2,  1976  and  continued 
at  Dallas,  Texas,  November  10,  1976.  No¬ 
tice  of  the  hearing  was  published  in  the 
September  16,  1976,  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register  (41  FR  39772).  The  notice  set 
forth  a  proposed  order  submitted  by  the 
United  Fresh  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Asso¬ 
ciation  on  behalf  of  carrot  producers  in 
the  proposed  production  area. 

Material  issues.  The  material  issues  of 
record  are  as  follows: 

(1)  Is  the  handling  of  carrots  in  the 
proposed  production  area  in  the  current 
of  interstate  commerce,  or  does  it  di¬ 
rectly  burden,  obstruct,  or  affect  inter¬ 
state  commerce; 

(2)  Do  the  marketing  conditions  show 
the  need  for  the  issuance  of  a  marketing 
agreement  and  order  which  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act; 

(3)  The  definition  of  the  commodity 
and  determination  of  the  production 
area  to  be  covered  by  the  proposed  order; 

(4)  The  identity  of  the  persons  and 
the  marketing  transactions  to  be  regu¬ 
lated;  and 

(5)  The  terms  and  provisions  of  the 

proposed  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der,  including:  , 

(a)  The  definitions  of  terms  used 
therein  which  are  necessary  and  inci¬ 
dental  to  attain  the  declared  policy  and 
objectives  of  the  act; 

(b)  The  establishment,  maintenance, 
composition,  procedures,  powers,  duties 
and  operation  of  a  committee  which  shall 
be  the  local  administrative  agency  for 
assisting  the  Secretary  in  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  proposed  order; 

(c)  The  authority  to  incur  expenses 
and  the  procedure  to  levy  assessments 
on  handlers  to  obtain  revenue  for  pay¬ 
ing  such  expenses; 

(d)  The  authority  for  establishing 
marketing  research  and  development 
projects  confined  to  container  markings 
and  specifications; 

(e)  The  method  of  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  carrots  grown  in  the  production 
area; 

(f)  The  establishment  of  requirements 
for  reporting  and  record  keeping  on 
marketing  transactions  by  handlers; 

(g)  The  requirements  of  compliance 
with  all  provisions  of  the  proposed  order 
and  with  regulations  issued  pursuant 
thereto;  and 

(h)  Additional  terms  and  conditions 
of  miscellaneous  provisions  published 
(41  FR  39772)  as  §  .74  through  §  .84 


which  are  common  to  marketing  orders 
and  other  terms  and  conditions  pub¬ 
lished  as  §  .85  through  §  .87  which  are 
common  to  marketing  agreements  only. 

Findings  and  conclusions.  The  follow¬ 
ing  findings  and  conclusions  on  the  ma¬ 
terial  issues,  are  based  on  the  record  of 
the  hearing: 

The  proposed  marketing  agreement 
and  order  (hereinafter  in  the  text  of 
Findings  and  conclusions  collectively  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  the  “order”)  should  regulate 
the  handling  of  carrots  by  fixing  the 
w'eight  of  consumer  packages,  the  ca¬ 
pacity  of  master  containers,  or  the  mark¬ 
ings  of  the  containers  which  may  be 
used  in  the  packaging,  repackaging, 
transportation,  sale,  shipment  or  other 
handling  of  carrots.  This  is  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  carrying  out  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act  by  establishing  and  maintain¬ 
ing  orderly  marketing  conditions  and  in¬ 
creasing  returns  to  producers  of  carrots 
as  provided  therein. 

(1)  Carrots  constitute  one  of  this  Na¬ 
tion’s  more  important  vegetable  crops  in 
terms  of  volume  and  total  value.  Carrots 
used  in  fresh  form  represent  an  average 
of  61  percent  of  total  U.S.  carrot  produc¬ 
tion.  During  the  three  year  period  1973- 
75,  an  average  of  almost  1.3  billion 
pounds  of  fresh  carrots  valued  at  $103.3 
million  were  produced  and  marketed  an¬ 
nually  in  the  United  States.  All  of  these 
fresh  market  carrots  were  produced  in 
the  proposed  production  area. 

There  is  also  considerable  interna¬ 
tional  trade  in  fresh  carrots.  The  record 
evidence  shows  that  in  1974-75  (Octo- 
ber-September) ,  about  65  million  pounds 
of  fresh  carrots  were  imported,  primarily 
from  Canada  and  Mexico.  Carrots  from 
Canada  and  Mexico  are  imported  pri¬ 
marily  during  the  months  of  October 
through  January.  During  the  same  pe¬ 
riod,  93  million  pounds  were  exported  by 
the  United  States,  mostly  to  Canada. 

Fresh  market  carrots  are  marketed  in 
substantial  volume  every  month  of  the 
year.  Expert  testimony  indicates  that 
carrots  grown  in  the  48  continguous 
States  are  shipped  to  virtually  every  city 
in  the  United  States.  During  1975, 
monthly  shipments  of  domestic  and  im¬ 
ported  carrots  by  truck,  boat  and  rail 
car  to  markets  averaged  1,627  carlot 
equivalents.  USDA’s  Market  News  re¬ 
ports  show  unloads  of  carrots  in  each  of 
the  41  U  S.  cities  and  the  5  Canadian 
cities  for  %’hich  these  statistics  are  col¬ 
lected. 

Production  area  carrots  are  so  grown, 
harvested,  and  pac’„ed  that  virtually  any 
given  lot  may  be,  and  often  is,  sold  or 
transported  to  any  market  in  the  United 
States.  The  industry’s  domestic  market 
for  carrots  is  the  entire  United  States 
and  its  members  are  in  daily  contact 
with  buyers  across  the  Nation.  At  times, 
shipments  are  diverted  from  initial  des¬ 
tinations  either  within  or  outside  of  the 
States  of  origin.  With  modern  commu¬ 
nication  and  transportation  systems, 
carrot  prices  or  supplies  in  any  one  loca¬ 
tion  are  promptly  known  elsewhere  and 
have  a  direct  effect  on  carrot  prices  and 
supplies  in  all  other  locations. 


No  .significant  differentiations  occur 
between  carrots  sold  for  use  within  one 
State  in  the  production  area  as  compared 
with  carrots  sold  for  use  in  any  other 
part  of  the  United  States  or  other  coun¬ 
tries.  If  a  program  regulating  only  inter¬ 
state  and  foreign  commerce  in  carrots 
w’ere  to  be  made  effective,  the  market  for 
carrots  in  producing  States  would  be  dis¬ 
orderly,  with  unregulated  locally -grown 
and  marketed  carrots  in  direct  compe¬ 
tition  with  regulated  carrots  from  other 
States.  The  record  evidence  shows  that 
all  movement  of  carrots  in  marketing 
channels  is  inextricably  intermingled 
and  in  direct  competition,  and  hence  it 
is  concluded  that  the  handling  of  car¬ 
rots  within  the  respective  States  in  the 
production  area  directly  burdens,  ob¬ 
structs,  or  affects  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  to  such  an  extent  as  to  make 
necessary  the  regulation  of  intrastate 
commerce  in  carrots  as  w'ell  as  the  inter¬ 
state  and  foreign  commerce  in  carrots. 

Carrots  are  an  agricultural  commodity 
w’ithin  the  group  of  vegetables  named  in 
the  act  to  which  its  marketing  authority 
may  be  applied. 

It  is  determined  from  substantial  evi¬ 
dence  in  the  record  of  hearing  that  the 
right  to  exercise  Federal  jurisdiction  in 
the  marketing  of  carrots  grown  in  the 
production  area  hereinafter  defined  as 
proper  and  appropriate  under  the  act 
and  the  order  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(2)  Production  of  carrots  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  production  area  has  trended  up¬ 
wards  in  the  past  decade,  going  from  a 
total  of  1.72  billion  pounds  for  fresh 
market  and  processing  use  in  1966  to 
1.89  billion  pounds  in  1975. 

In  1961,  season  average  prices  for  fresh 
market  carrots  were  107  percent  of  par¬ 
ity,  but  in  the  next  14  years  prices  were 
volatile  and  below  parity.  For  example, 
during  the  last  decade,  the  ratios  of 
f.o.b.  price  to  parity  price  ranged  from  64 
percent  of  parity  in  1974  to  86  percent  in 
1968  and  1971.  However,  when  the  ratios 
of  f.o.b.  prices  to  parity  prices  for  the 
15  year  period  1961-75  are  examined 
closely  it  is  clear  that  the  producers’ 
situation  in  relation  to  achieving  parity 
has  been  getting  progressively  worse. 
This  downward  trend  is  illustrated  by 
the  following  5  year  averages  of  parity 
ratios.  The  simple  average  for  the  five 
years  1961-65  was  89  percent  of  parity; 
for  1966-70,  80  percent  of  parity;  for 
1971-75,  75  percent  parity. 

Record  evidence  indicates  that  costs  of 
production  have  increased  sharply  in  re¬ 
cent  years  and  that  average  prices  re¬ 
ceived  for  fresh  market  carrots  often 
have  been  below  the  cost  of  production. 
For  example.  Exhibit  9  shows  that  in  1971 
the  cost  of  producing  carrots  in  Califor¬ 
nia  was  $5.90  per  hundredweight  and 
that  prices  received  by  farmers  in  that 
State  was  $5.42.  Another  study  included 
in  Exhibit  9  shows  that  in  the  Texas  Rio 
Grande  Valley  region  the  average  cost  of 
producing,  harvesting,  and  packaging 
fresh  carrots  in  bags  containing  48  one 
pound  “cello”  consumer  bags  under  “typ¬ 
ical”  management  was  $3.84  whereas 
gross  receipts  were  $3.68.  In  the  same 
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Study,  but  under  “high  level”  manage¬ 
ment  conditions  whereby  yield  was  in¬ 
creased  by  100  bags  per  acre,  the  cost  of 
producing  carrots  packed  in  bags  con¬ 
taining  48  one  pound  “cello”  consumer 
bags  was  $3.62  and  gross  receipts  was 
$3.68.  Under  “typical”  management  con¬ 
ditions  ther?  was  a  loss  of  16  cents  per 
48-pound  bag  and  under  “high  level” 
management  conditions  there  was  a  gross 
return  of  only  6  cents  per  bag. 

Several  expert  witnesses  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  testified  on  how  an  unnecessary  mul¬ 
tiplicity  of  consumer  packages  increased 
the  costs  of  processing  and  marketing 
fresh  carrots.  Additional  costs  were  in¬ 
curred  because  of  the  following  inefficien¬ 
cies  or  dislocations; 

fai  Relatively  large  and  complicated 
container  inventory. 

(b)  Higher  prices  for  containers  pur¬ 
chased  in  small  lots. 

fc^  Labor  inefficiency. 

(d)  Packaging  material  waste. 

(e)  Supply  inventory  obsolescence. 

(f)  Discounting  of  product  inventory. 

(g)  “Trouble”  truck  or  carlots  in  ter¬ 
minal  markets. 

(a)  Container  inventory.  Expert  testi¬ 
mony  described  how  fresh  market  carrots 
are  usually  packaged  in  12  ounce,  1 
pound,  2  pound,  3  pound,  and  5  pound 
containers,  all  commonly  called  “cello 
bags”  by  the  trade,  or  bulk  packed  in  SO¬ 
SO  pound  containers  which  are  usually 
shipped  to  repackers.  The  record  shows 
that  in  some  States  consumer  packages 
must  be  free  from  all  markings  other 
than  the  name  and  address  of  the  ship¬ 
per,  the  weight  of  the  package  and  other 
essential  information.  In  other  States 
and  municipalities,  the  use  of  colored 
markings  are  permitted  on  one  side  of 
the  consumer  package.  In  yet  other 
States,  color  markings  are  permitted  on 
both  sides  of  the  consumer  package.  To 
further  complicate  the  situation,  witness¬ 
es  testified  that  these  conflicting  laws  and 
regulations  were  difficult  to  understand 
and  interpret,  and  appear  to  be  unevenly 
administered  and  enforced.  The  witnesses 
described  how  some  buyers  would  insist 
on  bags  being  printed  with  orange  mark¬ 
ings  in  the  form  of  lines,  dots,  stars  or 
other  .shapes  for  shipment  to  those  States 
where  such  markings  were  permitted. 
When  buyers  demanded  that  the  carrots 
be  packed  in  a  special  bag,  the  carrot 
handler  had  the  option  of  either  refus¬ 
ing  the  sale  or  complying  with  buyers’ 
specifications.  'The  witnesses  testified 
that  since  carrot  prices  were  frequently 
at  or  below  the  break-even  point,  it  is 
extremely  difficult  for  a  carrot  handler 
to  resist  the  demands  of  potential  buyers. 

A  number  of  people  in  the  carrot  trade 
believe  that  the  use  of  orange  colored 
markings,  generally  called  “scrim”  en¬ 
hances  the  appearance  of  carrots.  In 
addition,  it  has  become  customary  to 
print  bands  of  solid  color  approximately 
1%  to  2%  inches  wide  at  the  bottom  of 
the  bag  and  2%  to  614  inches  wide  at  or 
near  the  top  of  the  bag. 

The  printed  band  near  the  top  of  the 
bag  usually  begins  at  a  point  located 
to  10  inches  from  the  bottom  of  the  bag. 
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According  to  witnesses,  the  purpose  of 
these  colored  bands  is  to  hide  what  is 
perceived  by  some  as  the  less  attractive 
extreme  portions  of  the  carrot. 

The  record  shows  that  handlers  have 
had  to  increase  the  number  of  different 
types  of  consumer  containers  they  were 
required  to  purchase,  handle,  and  main¬ 
tain  in  inventory.  One  carrot  handler 
estimated  that  his  firm  could  save  ap¬ 
proximately  $4200  per  year  just  on  the 
cost  of  the  money  tied  up  in  additional 
inventory  for  18  different  styles  of  bags 
that  would  not  be  needed  if  this  market¬ 
ing  order  were  effective.  Furthermore, 
the  additional  bags  complicated  and 
therefore  increased  the  costs  of  purchas¬ 
ing,  record  keeping,  and  storage. 

(b)  Higher  prices  for  containers.  Car¬ 
rot  handlers  testified  that  because  they 
had  to  order  many  different  types  of 
bags  they  could  not  take  full  advantage 
of  price  discounts  for  large  quantity  pur¬ 
chases  offered  by  packaging  material 
manufacturers.  One  large  firm  that  pur¬ 
chased  50  million  bags  per  year  esti¬ 
mated  it  could  save  $19,000  per  year  by 
reducing  the  number  of  different  styles 
of  bags  purchased  from  27  to  9.  The 
effect  on  smaller  firms  might  be  more 
pronounced.  According  to  a  manufac¬ 
turer  of  carrot  bags  the  “quantity  dif¬ 
ferential”  or  additional  charge  for  pur¬ 
chases  in  quantities  of  less  than  5  million 
bags  are  as  follows: 


size  of  pur-  Additional  cost  as  compared 
chase:  to  a  5  million  bag  purchase 

4,000,000 _ Add  lO^  per  thousand  bags. 

3,000,000 _ Add  200  per  thousand  bags. 

2,000.000 _ Add  450  per  thousand  bags. 

1,000,000 _ Add  750  per  thousand  bags. 

750,000 _ Add  $1.25  per  thousand  bag.s. 

500,000 _ Add  $1.75  per  thousand  bags. 

250,000 _ Add  $2.75  per  thousand  bags. 

100,000 _ Add  $5.25  per  thousand  bags. 

50,000 _ Add  $8.25  per  thousand  bags. 


These  differentials  represent  the  addi¬ 
tional  costs  of  manufacturing  smaller 
than  optimum  quantities.  Printing  and 
making  bags  in  large  quantities  con¬ 
serves  not  only  labor  and  materials,  but 
also  energy. 

fc)  Labor  inefficiency.  The  record  in¬ 
dicates  that  packing  house  labor  is 
wasted  because  of  frequent  changes  in 
the  type  of  bag  being  packed.  For  exam¬ 
ple,  in  a  typical  packing  operation  car¬ 
rots  are  harvested  and  delivered  to  the 
packing  plant,  washed  and  sized,  and 
then  delivered  by  conveyor  belts  to  work¬ 
ers  who  pick  up  ttie  carrots  and  place 
them  in  a  pivotal  tray  which  has  a 
weight  scale  attached  to  it.  When  the 
correct  weight  of  carrots  is  reached, 
another  worker  places  a  consumer-size 
bag  over  the  end  of  the  tray  and  tilts 
the  tray  to  slide  the  carrots  into  the  bag. 
The  bag  is  then  closed  and  transported 
to  a  place  where  it  is  packed  into  a  mas¬ 
ter  shipping  container.  Frequently  there 
are  50  to  100  tray  and  bag  filler  workers 
on  a  packing  line.  Whenever  a  bag  style 
is  changed  labor  productivity  is  lost.  One 
firm  estimated  that  one  minute  of  pro¬ 
ductive  time  was  lost  per  worker  for  each 
change  of  containers.  The  total  cost  to 
this  firm  for  an  average  of  ten  bag 
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changes  per  day  was  $20,000  per  year. 
Another  carrot  packer  testified  that  each 
time  a  bag  was  changed  about  600  man- 
minutes  of  labor  were  lost.  At  a  rate  of 
$4.00  per  man-hour  (a  cost  specified  by 
another  witness)  the  cost  for  600  man- 
minutes  of  lost  labor  would  be  about 
$40.00  per  change. 

(d)  Packaging  material  waste.  The 
record  indicates  that  each  time  the  type 
of  bag  being  packed  was  changed,  the 
supplies  on  the  packing  lines  have  to  be 
changed.  Several  witnesses  testified  that 
during  the  changeover,  some  bags  be¬ 
came  lost  or  soiled  and  were  discarded. 
One  firm  estimated  that  these  losses 
amounted  to  just  under  $3,000  per  year. 

(e)  Supply  inventory  obsolescence.  The 
record  indicates  another  loss  occurs 
when  the  supply  of  bags  held  by  a  packer 
becomes  obsolete  because  of  changes  in 
a  labeling  law  or  regulation  or  in  a  cus¬ 
tomer’s  requirement.  One  witness  esti¬ 
mated  such  losses  at  $2,340  per  year  for 
his  firm. 

(f)  Discounting  of  product  inventory. 
The  record  shows  that  another  type  of 
loss  occurs  when  market  demand  does 
not  match  the  quantity  of  carrots  be¬ 
ing  harvested  and  carrots  are  packed 
without  firm  orders  in  hand.  The  han¬ 
dlers  must  then  guess  at  the  orders  they 
will  receive.  When  they  guess  wrong, 
they  sometimes  discount  the  price  per 
box  (48  1  pound  bags)  about  25  cents  in 
order  to  persuade  a  buyer  to  purchase 
carrots  in  a  consumer  bag  that  is  not  the 
usual  brand  or  bag  design  that  he  pur¬ 
chases  or  in  other  ways  does  not  meet 
his  normal  specifications.  One  firm  esti¬ 
mated  the  cost  of  such  discounts  at 
$10,750  per  year. 

(g)  “Trouble”  trucks  or  carlots.  Sev¬ 
eral  witnesses  described  the  problems 
created  by  different  labeling  laws  when  a 
car  of  carrots  was  “rejected”  (refused 
acceptance)  by  a  buyer  or  when  for  one 
reason  or  another  the  consignee  could  not 
handle  the  carrots  at  the  original  desti¬ 
nation.  Because  carrots  are  perishable, 
it  is  nece.ssary  for  the  carrot  handler  to 
find  another  buyer  for  a  rejected  car  as 
quickly  as  possible  or  to  ship  the  carrots 
to  another  market.  Frequently  this 
means  selling  and  shipping  them  to  a 
buyer  in  a  different  State.  To  the  extent 
that  consumer  packages  used  for  carrots 
did  not  meet  legal  packaging  require¬ 
ments  in  other  States,  the  difficulty  of 
finding  another  buyer  in  another  State  is 
increased. 

Three  witnesses  estimated  the  total 
amount  of  loss  attributed  to  the  use  of 
additional  styles  of  consumer  packages 
which  might  be  eliminated  from  their 
operations  by  the  proposed  marketing 
order.  One  witness  estimated  this  cost  at 
just  under  $60,000  per  year;  two  witnesses 
estimated  this  cost  to  range  between 
$10,000  and  $15,000  per  year. 

It  was  contended  by  a  few  witnesses 
at  the  hearing  that  the  problems  caused 
by  a  multiplicity  of  containers  had  al¬ 
ready  been  solved  by  voluntary  means,  or 
could  be  solved  either  by  using  good 
management,  enacting  a  Federal  law,  or 
amending  existing  statutes.  The  question 
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of  whether  the  problem  of  container 
multiplicity  could  be  solved  by  new  or 
amended  legislation  lies  outside  the  pur¬ 
view  of  this  order.  Many  growers  and 
handlers  with  much  experience  during 
the  last  10  years  in  production  area  car¬ 
rot  production  and  marketing  attested 
that,  in  the  absence  of  a  program  such  as 
they  propose,  container  multiplicity  w’ill 
continue  to  contribute  tO'  unnecessarily 
high  costs  of  marketing  and  impede  ef¬ 
forts  to  improve  productivity,  and  that 
efforts  to  regulate  these  containers  vol¬ 
untarily  were  not  likely  to  succeed. 

According  to  the  evidence  of  record, 
growers  are  in  need  of  the  type  of 
assistance  that  can  be  obtained  through 
the  proposed  marketing  order.  Several 
expert  witnesses  testified  that  the  pro¬ 
gram,  particularly  the  savings  in  mar¬ 
keting  costs  resulting  therefrom,  would 
benefit  carrot  growers.  Returns  to  grow¬ 
ers  of  carrots  have  been  so  low  as  to 
make  it  imperative  to  maximize  han¬ 
dling  efficiencies  and  to  find  ways  to 
further  improve  productivity.  Therefore, 
the  need  for  assistance  of  the  type  this 
marketing  agreement  and  order  may 
provide  is  apparent  and  substantial.  In 
addition,  there  is  need  to  promote  more 
orderly  marketing  conditions  by  elimi¬ 
nating  unfair  trade  practices  in  the  han¬ 
dling  of  carrots.  Consequently,  it  is  found 
and  concluded  that  the  need  for  the 
order  hereinafter  set  forth  is  determined 
to  exist  in  fact.  F^irther,  the  terms  and 
provisions  of  such  order  are  authorized 
by  the  act  as  a  means  of  establishing 
and  maintaining  orderly  marketing  con¬ 
ditions  for  this  commodity. 

(3)  The  term  "carrots”  should  be  de¬ 
fined  to  identify  the  commodity  to  be 
regulated  hereunder.  Such  term  should 
mean  all  varieties  of  carrots  classified 
under  the  botanic  name  “Daucus  carota” 
grown  within  the  production  area.  It 
should  include  all  types  and  varieties  in¬ 
cluding  such  commonly  grown  varieties 
as  Imperator,  Chatenay,  Nantes,  and 
Danvers,  the  various  hybrids,  and  so- 
called  “mini-sweet”  carrots.  Therefore 
the  definition  set  forth  in  the  marketing 
agreement  and  order  refers  to  all  carrots 
grown  within  the  production  area  and 
provides  a  basis  for  identifying  the  agri¬ 
cultural  commodity  for  which  regulation 
is  authorized. 

The  term  “production  area”  should  be 
defined  to  include  the  48  contiguous 
states  and  the  District  of  Columbia.  The 
definition  of  production  area  set  forth 
in  the  notice  of  hearing  on  the  proposed 
order  reads  as  follows :  “  ‘Production 
area’  means  the  48  contiguous  States  of 
the  United  States.”  Although  this  might 
be  construed  as  excluding  the  District  of 
Columbia,  such  an  interpretation  would 
be  incorrect.  The  record  shows  that  the 
production  area  should  also  include  the 
District  of  Columbia.  To  exclude  that 
area,  an  interior  portion  of  the  pro¬ 
scribed  production  area,  could  result  in 
significant  administrative  problems  in 
operation  of  the  program,  and  would 
tend  to  defeat  the  objectives  of  the  act. 

One  witness  contended  that  Florida 
should  be  excluded  from  the  “production 
area.”  The  foundation  for  this  conten¬ 


tion  was  that  the  U  S.  Department  of 
Agriculture  did  not  publish  carrot  pro¬ 
duction  statistics  for  the  State  of  Florida 
and  that  the  Department’s  unload  statis¬ 
tics  for  41  U.S.  and  5  Canadian  cities  for 
the  calendar  years  1971-75  showed  that 
the  average  unloads  of  Florida  carrots 
W’ere  only  “4.66”  percent  of  all  carrot  un¬ 
loads  in  these  cities.  However,  when  fully 
analysed  on  a  seasonal  and  regional 
basis,  data  clearly  show  the  importance 
of  Florida  carrots  marketed  in  the  U.S. 
market.  For  example,  in  1975  almost  98 
percent  of  Florida’s  shipments  occurred 
from  December  through  May.  The  State’s 
relative  importance  on  a  monthly  basis 
during  this  six  month  period  ranged 
from  5.3  percent  of  unloads  of  U.S.  car¬ 
rots  in  41  cities  in  December  to  15.6  per¬ 
cent  in  April.  Also,  these  shipments  were 
unloaded  in  only  27  of  the  41  cities  for 
w'hich  such  statistics  are  collected  ‘ex¬ 
hibits  6,  7,  and  8).  Exhibit  6  shows  that 
there  were  17  cities  in  which  ten  or  more 
carlots  of  Florida  origin  carrots  were 
unloaded.  The  percentage  of  Florida 
originated  carrots  unloaded  in  these  17 
cities  in  relation  to  the  total  carlots  of 
carrots  unloaded  in  each  of  these  cities 
in  1975  were  as  follows:  Albany,  N.Y., 

9.5  percent;  Baltimore,  Md.,  7.8  percent; 
Boston,  Mass.,  5.2  percent;  Buffalo,  N.Y., 

4.6  percent;  New  York,  N.Y.,  4.2  percent; 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  6.1  percent;  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.,  8.1  percent;  Wa.shington, 
D.C.,  16  9  percent;  Chicago,  Ill.,  7.4  per¬ 
cent:  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  4.8  percent; 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  14.5  percent;  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  33.8  percent;  Birmingham.  Ala.,  46.5 
percent;  Columbia,  S.C.,  50.7  percent; 
Miami,  Fla.,  38.8  percent;  New  Orleans, 
La.,  31.0  percent;  and  Louisville,  Ky., 
23.1  percent. 

There  was  ample  testimony  on  the  pos¬ 
sible  adverse  effects  of  excluding  any  part 
of  the  production  area  from  regulation. 
To  exclude  any  portion  of  the  proposed 
area  would  provide  opportunity  for  fresh 
market  carrots  in  non-complying  con¬ 
sumer  packages  from  a  section  outside 
the  area  to  compete  unfairly  with  and  to 
adversely  affect  the  marketing  of  regu¬ 
lated  carrots. 

The  record  also  indicates  that  if  there 
was  to  be  a  marketing  order  for  each  of 
several  production  areas  instead  of  one 
as  proposed  there  would  be  duplicate  ex¬ 
penses,  the  possibility  of  conflicting  rec¬ 
ommendations  to  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  and  the  possibility  of 
conflicting  regulations.  These  adverse 
consequences  would  tend  to  defeat  the 
purpose  of  the  proposed  order. 

The  record  indicates  that  carrots  can 
be  grow'n  in  each  State  in  the  produc¬ 
tion  area  and  would  have  the  same  basic 
physical  characteristics  and  are  consid¬ 
ered  substitutes  for  carrots  grown  in  all 
other  States.  Carrots  throughout  the  pro¬ 
duction  area  are  grown  under  similar 
cultural  practices,  are  harvested,  packed, 
transported  in  a  similar  manner,  and 
have  common  markets.  No  matter  where 
grown,  carrots  are  purchased  by  the 
trade  at  comparable  prices  for  similar 
quality. 

It  is  therefore  determined  that  all  ter¬ 
ritory  included  within  the  bo’mdaries  of 


the  production  area  constitutes  the 
smallest  regional  production  area  that 
is  practicable,  and  this  production  area 
should  be  defined  as  herinafter  set  forth. 

(4)  The  term  “handler”  should  be  de¬ 
fined  in  the  order  to  identify  the  persons 
who  would  be  subject  to  regulation  under 
the  order.  Therefore,  the  term  should 
apply  to  all  persons  who  perform  any  of 
the  activities  within  the  scope  of  the 
term  “handler”  as  hereinafter  defined. 
This  definition  includes  persons  who  are 
responsible  for  meeting  requirements  of 
the  order  and  the  regulations  issued 
thereunder  such  as  packaging,  paying 
assessments,  and  submitting  reports. 

Common  or  contract  carriers  trans¬ 
porting  carrots  owned  by  another  person 
should  be  excluded  from  this  definition 
as  their  function  Ls  solely  to  supply 
freight  or  other  services  on  an  agency 
basis  for  persons  w'ho  own  the  com¬ 
modity. 

The  record  indicates  that  at  shipping 
point,  growers  and  other  firms  special¬ 
izing  in  packing  and  shipping  carrots 
normally  clean,  size,  grade,  pack  and 
ship  carrots  to  market.  The  term  “re¬ 
packer”  is  defined  to  identify  those  per¬ 
sons  or  firms  who  acquire  carrots  already 
handled  and  then  package  such  carrots 
in  consumer  packages  and  distribute 
them  to  retail  stores,  or  to  other  whole¬ 
sale  firms  or  warehouses  for  further  dis¬ 
tribution  to  stores.  A  person  who  buys 
carrots  in  bulk  containers  from  a  ship¬ 
per,  then  puts  them  into  consumer-sized 
bags  would  be  a  repacker.  Also,  any  per¬ 
son  who  buys  packaged  carrots,  whether 
in  the  large  or  small  containers,  and 
packs  them  into  consumer-sized  bags 
would  likewise  be  a  repacker  and  subject 
to  regulations  under  the  order. 

The  record  indicates  that  the  term 
“handle”  is  defined  to  include  each  and 
all  of  the  functions,  activities  or  actions 
which  are  regulated  under  the  order. 
Such  handling  functions  or  activities 
would  normally  begin  after  the  harvest 
of  the  carrots  and  should  include  any 
one  of  the  successive  activities  including 
handling  on  behalf  of  a  producer,  the 
sale,  transportation  or  any  other  activ¬ 
ity  which  places  carrots  in  the  current 
of  commerce  within  the  production  area 
or  between  the  production  area  and  any 
point  outside  thereof.  It  should  include 
not  only  the  first  act  of  handling  or 
placing  the  carrots  in  the  current  of 
commerce,  but  each  succeeding  action 
including  packaging  and  re-packaging, 
until  the  carrots  are  finally  disposed  of 
in  the  various  markets. 

The  definition  of  “handle”  should  not 
include  the  activities  of  a  producer  in 
his  capacity  as  a  producer.  Such  activ¬ 
ities  include  the  production,  digging  and 
harvesting  of  carrots.  The  movement  of 
carrots  from  field  or  storage  in  a  pro¬ 
duction  area  to  a  packing  house  within 
a  production  area  for  the  purpose  of 
having  such  carrots  prepared  for  market 
should  not  be  considered  an  act  of  han¬ 
dling,  because  such  movement  is  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  functions  normally  per¬ 
formed  by  the  producer  and  not  a  part 
of  the  marketing  process.  All  activities 
subsequent  to  harvest  except  the  pro- 
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ducer  activities  described  above  should 
be  within  the  definition  of  “handle.” 

The  definition  of  “handle”  should  not 
include  the  sale  of  carrots  at  letail  by  a 
person  in  his  capacity  as  a  retailer.  Thus, 
the  packaging  in  consumer  packages  in  a 
retail  store  and  subsequent  sale  of  such 
packaged  carrots  in  the  store  would  not 
be  included.  However,  the  packaging  of 
carrots  in  a  packing  plant  by  a  retailer 
should  be  within  the  definition  of 
“handle.” 

The  movement  to  fresh  market  of  car¬ 
rots  should  be  included  in  the  definition 
of  “handle.”  Such  movement  by  truckers 
or  other  persons  who  own  the  carrots  and 
are  placing  them  in  the  current  of  com¬ 
merce  is  included  in  the  activity  of 
transporting  carrots  to  market.  Such 
transportation  is  handling  activity  and 
should  be  subject  to  regulation  under  the 
proposed  order. 

(5)  (a)  Certain  terms  applying  to 
specific  individuals,  agencies,  legislation, 
concepts,  or  things  are  used  throughout 
the  order.  These  terms  should  be  defined 
for  the  purpose  of  designating  specifi¬ 
cally  their  applicability  and  establishing 
appropriate  limitations  on  their  respec¬ 
tive  meanings  wherever,  they  are  used. 

“Secretary”  should  be  defined  to  in¬ 
clude  not  only  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
tui’e  of  the  United  States,  the  official 
charged  by  law  with  the  responsibility 
for  programs  of  this  nature,  but  also,  to 
recognize  the  fact  that  it  is  physically 
impossible  for  him  to  perform  personally 
all  functions  and  duties  imposed  upon 
him  by  law,  should  include  any  other  of¬ 
ficer  or  employee  of  the  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture  who  is,  or  who  may  here¬ 
after  be,  authorized  to  act  in  his  stead. 

The  definition  of  “act”  provides  the 
correct  legal  citation  for  the  statute  pur¬ 
suant  to  which  tt)e  proposed  regulatory 
program  should  be  operative  and  avoids 
the  need  for  referring  to  this  citation 
throughout  the  order. 

The  definition  of  “person”  follows  the 
definition  of  that  term  as  set  forth  in 
the  act  and  will  insure  that  it  will  have 
the  same  meaning  as  it  has  in  the  act. 

The  term  “producer”  should  mean  any 
person  engaged  in  a  proprietary  capacity 
in  the  production  of  carrots  for  market. 
The  term  is  used  specifically  to  indicate 
those  individuals  eligible  for  producer 
membership  on  the  Carrot  Administra¬ 
tive  Committee,  those  who  have  the  right 
to  vote  in  referendum  and  for  producer 
nominees  on  such  committee,  and  those 
producer  members  of  the  committee  who 
have  the  right  to  nominate  the  public 
member. 

“Producer”  should  include  any  person 
who  owns  or  shares  in  the  ownership  of 
carrots  such  as  a  land  owner,  landlord, 
tenant  or  sharecropper.  The  person  who 
owns  and  farms  land  resulting  in  his 
ownership  of  the  carrots  produced  on 
such  land  should  clearly  be  considered  a 
producer.  The  same  is  true  with  respect 
to  the  person  who  rents  and  farms  land 
resulting  in  his  ownership  of  all  or  a 
part  of  the  carrots  produced  thereon. 
Likewise,  a  person  who  owns  land,  which 
he  does  not  farm,  but  as  rental  for  such 
land  obtains  the  ownership  of  a  portion 


of  the  carrots  produced  thereon,  should 
be  regarded  as  a  producer  of  that  por¬ 
tion  received  as  rent,  and  the  tenant  on 
such  land  should  be  regarded  as  a  pro¬ 
ducer  for  the  remaining  portion  pro¬ 
duced  on  such  land.  In  each  of  the  above 
situations  the  person  involved  in  produc¬ 
tion.  regardless  of  whether  an  individual, 
partnership,  joint  venture,  association, 
corporation,  or  other  business  unit 
should  be  considered  as  one  producer 
entitled  to  one  vote.  A  joint  venture  is 
one  whereby  several  persons  contribute 
resources  to  a  single  endeavor  to  pro¬ 
duce  and  market  a  carrot  crop.  In  such 
ventures,  one  party  may  be  the  farmer 
who  contributes  one  or  more  factors 
such  as  his  labor,  time,  production  facil¬ 
ities,  or  cultural  skills  and  the  other 
party  may  be  a  handler  who  contributes 
money  and  cultural,  harvesting  and 
marketing  supervision.  The  joint  venture 
is  entitled  to  one  vote.  Normally,  a  hus¬ 
band  and  wife  operation  would  be  con¬ 
sidered  a  partnership  and  be  entitled  to 
one  vote.  The  chief  test  of  a  producer  is 
whether  or  not  the  individual  or  other 
business  unit  has  title  to  the  carrots 
that  are  produced. 

Record  evidence  shows  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  definition  of  “pack”  is  not  needed 
for  the  proper  operation  of  this  order. 
However,  because  the  regulation  of 
markings  is  proposed,  a  definition  of  the 
term  “markings”  is  needed.  Therefore, 
the  term  “markings”  should  be  defined 
to  mean  the  color  bands,  scrim  or  lines, 
labeling  information,  color  tints  in  the 
packaging  material  or  other  printed  ma¬ 
terial  on  containers  for  carrots. 

“Container”  should  be  defined  to  mean 
box.  bag,  basket,  or  any  other  receptacle 
used  in  the  packing,  repackaging,  sale, 
shipment  or  other  handling  of  carrots, 
or  carrots  bulk-loaded  in  pallet  boxes  and 
conveyances.  It  is  intended  this  defini¬ 
tion  include,  not  only  standard  contain¬ 
ers  in  use  at  the  time  of  the  hearing  on 
the  proposed  order,  but  also  any  other 
container,  bag,  box  or  wrapper  that  may 
be  used  in  the  handling  of  carrots  now 
or  in  the  future. 

“Fiscal  period”  should  be  defined  to 
mean  the  period  beginning  April  1st  of 
each  year  and  ending  March  31st  of  the 
following  year.  Record  evidence  indicates 
that  a  beginning  date  of  April  1  w'ill  pro¬ 
vide  sufficient  time  for  the  Committee 
to  organize,  examine  and  determine 
prospective  expenses  and  income  and  to 
forward  fiscal  recommendations  to  the 
Secretatry.  The  Committee  should  be  able 
to  recommend  a  change  in  the  dates  if 
they  do  not  work  out  as  initially  pro¬ 
posed.  Any  such  change  should,  however, 
be  made  effective  only  by  the  Secretary 
upon  recommendation  of  the  commit¬ 
tee.  In  this  way  the  views  of  the  admin¬ 
istrative  agency,  committee,  should  be 
able  to  apprise  the  Secretary  of  needed 
changes  based  on  operational  experi¬ 
ences. 

(5)  (b)  The  proposed  marketing  order 
should  provide  for  the  selection  by  the 
Secretary  of  an  administrative  commit¬ 
tee  as  provided  by  the  act.  This  commit¬ 
tee  should  have  the  responsibility  for  lo¬ 
cal  administration  of  the  proposed  order. 


The  record  shows  that  the  name  “Carrot 
Administrative  Committee”  is  a  proper 
identification  of  such  a  local  administra¬ 
tive  agency  and  reflects  the  character 
thereof.  This  committee  would  be  repre¬ 
sentative  of  carrot  producers  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  area  and  be  responsible  for  the 
administration  of  the  program.  Propo¬ 
nents  testified  that  a  committee  of  10 
members,  with  representation  as  herein¬ 
after  provided  in  § _ 20,  with  a  like 

number  of  alternates,  would  be  a  work¬ 
able.  equitable,  representative  commit¬ 
tee,  adequate  to  judiciously  recommend 
marketing  regulations  and  to  satisfac¬ 
torily  handle  the  other  various  committee 
duties  and  responsibilities.  Record  evi¬ 
dence  shows  that  because  of  the  size  of 
the  production  area  and  the  nature  of  the 
program  involved,  a  committee  of  10  with 
a  like  number  of  alternates  would  allow 
good  representation  from  the  various 
States  while  holding  within  reason  travel 
and  other  committee  expenses  incidental 
to  attendance  at  committee  meetings. 

Since  a  primary  purpose  of  the  act  is 
to  increase  returns  to  producers,  it  is  ap¬ 
propriate  that  individuals  selected  as 
committee  members  and  alternates,  ex¬ 
cept  for  the  public  member  and  alternate 
public  member,  should  be  producers. 
Such  persons  may  be  producers  as  indi¬ 
viduals,  or  through  a  corporation,  part¬ 
nership  or  other  business  unit.  The  rec¬ 
ord  evidence  shows  that  this  program 
would  benefit  handlers  as  W'ell  as  produc¬ 
ers  and  that  it  is  likely  that  the  nine  pro¬ 
ducer  members  will  have  among  them 
those  who  are  also  handlers.  An  individ¬ 
ual  who  is  both  a  producer  and  handler 
should  have  expert  knowledge  about  car¬ 
rot  production  and  carrot  marketing  and 
therefore  should  not  be  precluded  from 
serving  on  the  committee  as  a  producer 
member. 

The  distribution  of  committee  mem¬ 
bers  and  alternates  among  States  should 
be  based  on  their  past  record^  of  acreage 
and  production  of  carrots  within  the  pro¬ 
duction  area.  The  record  indicates  that 
this  basis  should  provide  a  practicable 
and  equitable  manner  of  representation, 
recognizing  that  California,  Texas,  Mich¬ 
igan,  and  Florida  account  for  a  substan¬ 
tial  majority  of  the  carrot  production. 
One  member  of  the  committee  would  be 
at  large,  and  would  represent  any  State 
except  California.  This  would  enhance 
producer  representation  from  States  with 
lower  production  and  preclude  the  possi¬ 
bility  of  regional  control  of  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

The  record  indicates  that  the  larger 
producers  may  have  operations  in  more 
than  one  State.  A  few  witnesses  proposed 
that  in  the  interests  of  fair  and  equitable 
representation  each  member  and  alter¬ 
nate  selected  to  represent  producers  in  a 
particular  State  should  be  a  domiciliary 
of  said  State  and  no  producer,  or  busi¬ 
ness  firm,  should  be  permitted  more  than 
one  member  on  the  committee  regardless 
of  the  number  of  States  in  which  carrots 
are  produced  by  said  firm.  Such  provi¬ 
sions  should  not  present  problems  since 
there  are  a  large  number  of  qualified 
producers  in  the  48  contiguous  States 
constituting  the  production  area  from 
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which  members  and  alternates  may  be 
nominated  and  inasmuch  as  representa¬ 
tion  would  be  on  a  State-wide  basis  the 
requirement  for  a  member  to  be  a  domi¬ 
ciliary  as  defined  under  the  laws  of  said 
State  is  not  unreasonable.  These  provi¬ 
sions  assure  broader  representation 
within  the  industry  and  preclude  the  pos¬ 
sibility  of  domination  of  the  committee 
by  a  particular  region  or  a  single  busi¬ 
ness  unit.  Therefore,  these  provisions  are 
deemed  reasonable  and  should  be  added 
to  the  proposed  order.  However,  to  re¬ 
quire  that  a  member  be  eligible  to  vote  in 
a  Federal  election  held  in  the  state  they 
represent  would  not  be  equitable  because 
of  the  possibility  that  producers  who 
were  otherwise  eligible  to  represent  their 
State  would  be  precluded  from  doing  so 
by  this  provision. 

In  their  testimony,  the  proponents  re¬ 
quested  the  order  as  proposed  be  changed 
to  provide  for  a  public  member  and  alter¬ 
nate  member  of  the  committee.  The  com¬ 
mittee  would  thus  be  increased  from  nine 
members  as  originally  proposed  to  ten 
members.  While  the  infiuence  of  con¬ 
sumers  would  be  implicitly  present  in  the 
deliberations  of  the  committee  and  all 
meetings  would  be  public,  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  a  public  member  would  offer 
many  advantages.  One  would  be  the  di¬ 
rect  communication  between  industry 
members  and  the  public  member  who 
would  have  no  connection  with  the  in¬ 
dustry  and  whose  opinions  on  regulatory 
standards  would  represent  the  general 
public.  Another  would  be  to  afford  the 
industry  an  opportunity  to  di.scuss  their 
problems  and  concerns  with  someone  who 
would  view  these  problems  and  concerns 
from  outside  the  carrot  industry.  This 
change  in  representation  would  clearly 
be  in  the  interests  of  the  industry  and 
the  public  and  should  be  incorporated  in 
the  proposed  order. 

Public  representatives  should  not  be 
permitted  to  have  either  a  direct  finan¬ 
cial  interest  or  be  closely  associated  with 
the  production,  processing,  financing  or 
marketing  of  agricultural  products.  Such 
public  representatives  should  be  able  to 
devote  sufficient  time  and  express  a  will¬ 
ingness  to  attend  committee  activities 
regularly  and  to  familiarize  themselves 
with  the  background  and  economics  of 
the  industry.  Residence  in  one  of  the 
major  carrot  producing  areas  is  not 
deemed  close  association  with  the  pro¬ 
duction  or  marketing  of  carrots  and 
would  not  preclude  such  person  from 
nomination  as  a  public  member.  On  the 
contrary,  a  public  member  from  one  of 
the  carrot  producing  areas  could  be  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  more  familiar  with  and 
knowledgeable  about  industry  problems 
and  practices. 

The  committee  should  be  authorized  to 
recommend  to  the  Secretary  the  reappor¬ 
tionment  of  members  among  States  with¬ 
in  the  production  area.  Future  shifts  or 
other  changes  in  acreage,  production  or 
marketing  within  the  production  area 
cannot  be  foreseen  at  the  present  time. 
Tlierefore,  it  is  desirable  to  provide  flexi¬ 
bility  of  operation  so  that,  if  it  should  be 
in  the  best  interests  of  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  marketing  order  to 


reapportion  membership,  the  committee 
may  so  recommend  and  the  Secretary 
may  take  such  action. 

The  term  of  office  of  committee  mem¬ 
bers  and  alternates  under  the  proposed 
program  should  be  for  two  years  begin¬ 
ning  on  Januai-y  1  of  the  first  year  and 
ending  December  31  of  the  second  year 
and  any  additional  period  needed  for  the 
selection  and  qualification  of  his  succes¬ 
sors,  or  such  other  subsequent  period 
that  may  be  recommended  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  approved  by  the  Secretary. 
This  would  establish  an  orderly  proce¬ 
dure  for  changing  the  membership  of  the 
committee  and  permit  some  flexibility  in 
case  changes  in  the  term  of  office  may  be 
desirable  in  the  future.  The  term  of  of¬ 
fice  should  be  for  two  years  so  that  mem¬ 
bers  and  alternates  will  have  adequate 
time  to  familiarize  themselves  with  the 
operation  of  the  program  and  thus  be  in 
a  position  to  render  the  most  effective 
service  in  assisting  the  Secretary  to  car¬ 
ry  out  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 
Each  term  of  office  would  begin  three 
months  prior  to  the  commencement  of 
the  proposed  “fiscal  period’’  on  April  1, 
which  should  allow  adequate  time  for  the 
committee  to  organize  and  study  the 
need  for  expenditures  before  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  each  fiscal  period. 

The  effective  date  of  the  proposed  or¬ 
der,  if  issued,  may  not  coincide  with  the 
specified  beginning  and  ending  dates  for 
the  terms  of  office  of  the  committee  mem¬ 
bers  and  alternate  members.  Therefore, 
provision  should  be  made  for  adjusting 
the  initial  terms  of  office.  The  terms  of 
office  for  the  initial  members  and  alter¬ 
nates  should  begin  on  the  effective  date 
of  the  order  and  end  on  the  third  Decem¬ 
ber  31st  following  their  selection.  In  this 
manner  the  committee  could  begin  op¬ 
erations  as  soon  as  practicable  after  is¬ 
suance  of  the  order. 

’Tlie  record  indicates  that  provision 
should  be  made  for  the  conduct  of  nom¬ 
inations  by  mail.  The  production  area  is 
large  and  producers  are  widely  scattered : 
therefore,  balloting  by  mail  is  the  most 
practical  and  efficient  way  for  carrot 
producers  to  express  their  prefernces  for 
their  representatives  on  the  Committee. 
'The  record  also  indicates  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  should  recommend  and  the  Secre¬ 
tary  establish  rules  for  conduct  of  nom¬ 
inations  by  mail. 

The  committee  could  conduct  nomina¬ 
tions  by  mail  by  providing  that  a  certain 
minimum  number  of  producers  from  a 
particular  region  could  nominate  a  per¬ 
son  for  a  committee  position  for  that  re¬ 
gion.  Names  of  persons  nominated  in 
such  manner  would  then  be  submitted 
to  producers  for  purposes  of  providing  a 
nominee  to  the  Secretary.  Such  ballot 
w'ould  also  provide  an  opportunity  for 
producers  to  vote  for  persons  other  than 
those  listed  on  the  ballot.  Any  other 
method  recommended  by  the  committee 
and  approved  by  the  Secretary,  w’ould 
also  be  acceptable  for  conducting  nom- 
inationS^y  mail. 

Each  producer  in  the  States  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Texas,  Michigan  and  Florida 
would  be  entitled  to  cast  one  vote  for 


each  member  and  alternate  member 
position  in  his  State  as  specified  in  Sec¬ 
tion  .20(b).  In  addition,  each  producer 
in  Texas,  Michigan,  and  Florida  would 
be  further  entitled  to  cast  single  votes 
for  the  member  and  alternate  member 
for  the  “at  large’’  positions.  Producers 
in  all  other  States  would  be  entitled  to 
vote  for  the  member  and  alternate  mem¬ 
ber  “at  large’’  positions.  The  record 
shows  that  such  a  voting  system  would 
result  in  more  equitable  representation 
on  the  Committee. 

At  least  one  nomination  should  be 
made  for  each  member  position  and  said 
nominations  should  be  supplied  to  the 
Secretary  at  least  60  days  prior  to  a  term 
of  office  or  such  other  time  as  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  specify.  Proponent  testimony 
stressed  the  urgent  need  for  prompt  is¬ 
suance  of  the  order  and  regulations 
thereunder.  It  would  be  desirable  to  hold 
public  meetings  to  nominate  the  initial 
committee.  However,  as  this  procedure 
might  cause  undue  delay,  the  Secretary 
should  have  the  flexibility  of  accepting 
nominations  obtained  by  other  means 
such  as  from  individual  producer  associa¬ 
tions.  The  Secretary  should  be  author¬ 
ized  to  select  the  committee  without  re¬ 
gard  to  nomination  in  this  case,  or  in 
other  cases  if  for  some  reason  nomina¬ 
tions  are  not  submitted  to  him  in  con¬ 
formance  with  the  procedures  prescribed 
herein.  Such  selection  should,  of  course, 
be  on  the  basis  of  the  representation  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  order. 

Provision  also  must  be  made  for  the 
selection  and  nomination  of  a  public 
member  shall  be  selected  by  the  nine  pro- 
The  record  indicates  that  nominees  for 
the  public  member  and  alternate-public 
member  shall  be  selected  by  the  nine  pro¬ 
ducer  members  and  should  be  forwarded 
to  the  Secretary  no  less  than  60  days 
prior  to  beginning  of  term  of  office.  The 
nominees  would  be  selected  under  proce¬ 
dures  recommended  by  the  Committee 
and  approved  by  the  Secretary.  It  is  also 
reasonable  to  require  that  the  names  of 
nominees  for  the  initial  public  member 
and  initial  alternate  public  member  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary  not  later  than 
90  days  after  the  first  regular  meeting  of 
the  initial  Carrot  Administrative  Com¬ 
mittee. 

'The  selection  of  committee  memben 
and  alternates  on  the  basis  of  States,  as 
set  forth  in  Section  .20  of  the  proposed 
marketing  order  provides  a  practicable 
and  equitable  manner  of  representation. 
The  geographical  basis  for  the  extent  and 
selection  of  the  committee  membership  is 
related  to  acreage  and  production  of  car¬ 
rots  within  the  production  area  and  such 
basis  provides  a  practicable  and  equitable 
manner  of  representation. 

Fh-ovisions  should  "be  set  forth  in  the 
order  for  the  filling  of  any  vacancies  on 
the  committee,  including  selection  by  the 
Secretary  without  regard  to  nominations 
where  such  nominations  are  not  made  as 
prescribed,  in  order  to  provide  for  main¬ 
taining  a  full  membership  on  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

Each  person  selected  by  the  Secretary 
as  a  committee  member  or  alternate 
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should  qualify  by  filing  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary  a  written  acceptance  of  his  willing¬ 
ness  and  intention  to  serve  in  such  ca¬ 
pacity  Such  acceptance  should  be  filed 
within  ten  days  after  notification  of  such 
selection,  or  by  such  other  time  as  the 
Secretary  prescribes.  This  requirement  is 
necessary  so  that  the  Secretary  may  be 
in  a  ix)sition  to  promptly  select  some 
other  eligible  person  to  serve  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  or  alternate  in  the  event  the  initially 
selected  member  or  alternate  fails  to 
properly  qualify  or  indicate  his  willing¬ 
ness  and  intention  to  serve  on  the 
committee. 

In  the  ca.se  of  the  death,  removal, 
resignation  or  disqualification  of  a  mem¬ 
ber,  it  is  proposed  that  the  Secretary 
select  a  successor  for  his  unexpired  term. 
Such  selection  may  be  by  naming  a  nomi- 
ness  from  previously  unselected  nomi¬ 
nees  on  the  current  nominee  list  from 
the  State  involved,  or  by  holding  another 
election.  In  any  case,  if  the  names  of 
nominees  to  fill  a  vacancy  are  not  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Secretary  within  30  days 
after  a  vacancy  occurs,  or  by  such  other 
time  as  the  Secretary  prescribes,  the 
Secretary  should  be  authorized  to  fill 
such  vacancy  without  regard  to  nomina¬ 
tions.  This  is  necessary  to  insure  that  all 
portions  of  the  production  area  are  ade¬ 
quately  represented  in  the  conduct  of 
committee  business. 

Circumstances  may  arise  when  it  is 
impossible  for  a  member  or  members  to 
attend  particular  meetings  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  or  where  positions  are  vacant  be¬ 
cause  of  resignations  or  for  other  rea¬ 
sons.  Because  of  these  or  other  unfore¬ 
seeable  situations,  it  is  desirable  to  have 
•  an  alternate  for  each  committee  mem¬ 
ber.  Such  alternates  would  serve  in  lieu 
of  the  members  so  that  there  will  be  no 
interruption  of  committee  operations  and 
to  assure  producers  in  all  States  of  the 
production  area  representation  in  the 
conduct  of  all  committee  business.  Also 
the  record  shows  that  alternates  could 
relieve  members  by  performing  assigned 
tasks  necessary  for  administration  of  the 
program. 

The  alternatd^  member  should  meet  the 
same  qualifications  for  membership  as  a 
board  member,  should  be  assigned  the 
same  responsibility  as  a  board  member, 
and  should  be  authorized  to  act  in  his 
stead.  Such  qualifications  and  responsi¬ 
bilities  would  help  to  assure  that  the  in¬ 
terests  of  the  producer  group  from  which 
each  member  and  alternate  member  is 
selected  will  be  adequately  represented 
in  committee  deliberations. 

Record  evidence  shows  that  to  more 
fully  reflect  the  views  of  the  entire  car¬ 
rot  industry  on  the  crucial  issues  that 
will  be  considered  by  this  committee,  the 
order  should  provide  that  seven  com¬ 
mittee  members  (or  their  alternates) 
be  necessary  to  constitute  a  quorum. 
Seven  concurring  votes  should  be  re¬ 
quired  to  pass  any  committee  action. 
Such  quorum  and  voting  requirements, 
constituting  a  minimum  of  70  percent  of 
the  membership  of  the  committee,  would 
adequately  reflect  the  views  and  needs  of 
the  carrot  industry.  The  committee 
should  be  authorized  to  vote  by  tele¬ 


phone,  telegraph,  or  other  means  of  com¬ 
munication  as  it  may  be  necessary  at 
times  for  the  committee  to  act  more 
promptly  than  would  be  possible  with  a 
formal  assembled  meeting.  Any  votes  cast ' 
at  nonasjjembled  meetings  should  be  con¬ 
firmed  promptly  in  writing  to  provide  a 
record  of  how  each  member,  or  the  alter¬ 
nate  acting  in  his  stead,  voted.  In  any  as¬ 
sembled  meeting  all  votes  should  be  cast 
in  person.  If  for  some  reason  a  member  is 
unable  to  attend  the  meeting,  he  should 
arrange  for  his  alternate  to  attend  and 
vote  in  his  stead  and  thereby  reflect  the 
views  of  the  region  he  represents. 

Committee  members  and  alternates 
while  on  committee  business  will  neces¬ 
sarily  incur  some  expenses.  These  ex¬ 
penses,  which  may  include  travel  and  liv¬ 
ing  expenses,  should  be  reimbursed  so  as 
to  avoid  personal  financial  loss  to  mem¬ 
bers  which  might  otherwise  occur  be¬ 
cause  of  their  service  to  the  committee. 
These  provisions  should  also  extend  to 
alternate  members  when  performing  offi¬ 
cial  duties. 

The  committee  should  be  given  those 
specific  powers  which  are  set  forth  in 
section  608c(7)(C)  of  the  act  (7  U.S.C. 
608c(7>(C)).  Such  powers  are  neces¬ 
sary  so  that  an  agency  of  the  character 
as  set  forth  in  the  proposed  order  can 
function  properly.  The  duties  set  forth 
in  the  proposed  order  for  the  committee 
are  similar  to  those  generally  specified 
for  administrative  agencies  under  other 
programs  of  this  nature.  These  duties 
should  enable  the  committee,  to  under¬ 
take  and  perform  such  activities  as  may 
be  necessary  for  it  to  carry  out  its  pre¬ 
scribed  responsibilities.  These  specified 
duties,  however,  are  not  necessarily  all 
inclusive,  in  that  there  may  be  other  du¬ 
ties  that  are  incidental  to,  and  not  in¬ 
consistent  with,  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  the  order  which  the  committee  may 
need  to  perform  in  connection  with  its 
operations  under  this  program. 

An  annual  report  is  necessary  so  that 
growers,  handlers  and  the  Secretary  can 
periodically  review  the  operations  of  the 
committee.  Therefore,  it  is  necessary 
that  the  committee  should,  as  soon  as 
possible,  prepare  and  mail  an  annual  re¬ 
port  to  the  Secretary  and  also  make 
a  copy  available  to  growers  and  handlers 
upon  request. 

( 5 )  (c )  The  committee  should  be  au¬ 
thorized  to  incur  such  expenses  as  the 
Secretary  finds  are  reasonable  and  in¬ 
cidental  to  the  administration  of  the 
order.  These  expenses  must  be  confined 
to  the  immediate  and  specific  interests, 
functions  and  operations  of  the  pro¬ 
gram.  Such  authorized  expenditures 
might  include  salaries,  office  equipment, 
supplies  and  maintenance.  Also  included 
would  be  reimbursement  of  committee 
members  for  expenses  incurred  while  on 
committee  business,  such  as  lodging 
and  subsistence  to  attend  committee 
meetings.  However,  the  committee’s  au¬ 
thority  to  incur  expenses  is  not  intended 
to  be  confined  to  an  inelastic  set  of  pre¬ 
determined  expenditures.  The  commit¬ 
tee  should  be  required  to  prepare  and 
submit  to  the  Secretary  a  budget  prior  to 


the  beginning  of  each  fiscal  period  and 
as  often  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  order  for  such  period. 
The  committee,  as  in  any  business,  can¬ 
not  hope  to  anticipate  expenses  and  in¬ 
come  with  exact,  mathematical  certainty 
but  it  can  and  should  reflect  the  best 
possible  estimate  of  the  committee  at  the 
beginning  of  the  fiscal  period. 

The  funds  to  pay  for  committee  ex 
penses  should  be  obtained  by  levying  as¬ 
sessments  on  handlers.  The  act  specifi¬ 
cally  authorizes  the  Secretary  to  approve 
the  incurring  of  expenses  by  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  agency  established  under 
the  order  and  requires  that  each  other  of 
this  nature  contain  provision  requiring 
handlers  to  pay,  prorata,  the  necessary 
expenses.  The  most  practical  way  to  col¬ 
lect  proportionate  assessments  from 
handlers  is  to  charge  the  first  handler  of 
each  shipment,  since  the  first  handler  is 
usually  the  person  who  first  places  the 
carrots  in  the  stream  of  commerce.  In 
this  way,  each  handler’s  total  payment 
of  assessments  during  a  fiscal  period 
would  be  in  proportion  to  the  quantity 
of  carrots  handled  by  such  handler  and 
assessments  would  be  levied  on  the  same 
carrots  only  once. 

In  order  to  provide  funds  for  the  ad- 
miniistration  of  this  program  during  the 
fiscal  period  prior  to  the  time  sufficient 
assessment  income  becomes  available 
during  such  period,  the  committee  should 
be  authorized  to  accept  advance  pay¬ 
ments  of  assessments  from  handlers  and 
also,  when  such  action  is  deemed  to  be 
desirable,  to  borrow  money  to  meet  such 
deficiency. 

The  provision  for  the  acceptance  by 
the  administrative  agency  of  advance 
assessment  payments  is  included  in  other 
marketing  order  programs  and  has  been 
found  to  be  a  satisfactory  and  desirable 
method  of  providing  funds  to  cover  costs 
of  operation  prior  to  the  time  when  as¬ 
sessment  collections  are  made  in  an  ap¬ 
preciable  amount.  Revenue  accruing  to 
the  committee  from  assessments  later  in 
the  season  would  normally  provide  the 
means  of  repaying  any  loans. 

The  committee  would  be  required  to 
determine  to  the  best  of  its  ability  the 
funds  required  for  a  given  fiscal  period  as 
outlined  in  the  foregoing.  It  would  then 
make  a  recommendation  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  to  establish  the  rate  of  assessment 
on  each  handler.  The  committee  should 
submit  ample  data  to  the  Secretary  to 
support  its  recommendation  and  give  the 
Secretary  sufficient  information  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  the  recommendation  is 
reasonable  and  just.  Normally,  the  rate 
established  by  the  Secretary  pursuant 
to  the  committee’s  recommendations 
would  be  based  on  a  specified  container 
or  other  unit  common  in  the  production 
area.  This  basis  would  make  it  easier  to 
administer  the  prorata  assessments  by 
providing  a  uniform  basis  for  application. 
In  no  event  shall  such  rate  of  assessment 
exceed  five  cents  per  ton  or  equivalent 
quantity  of  carrots  handled. 

Since  the  committee’s  recommenda¬ 
tion  concerning  the  budget  and  the  rate 
of  assessment  will  of  necessity  be  based 
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upon  data  and  facts  which  are  available 
at  the  start  of  the  fiscal  period,  it  may  be 
necessary  from  time  to  time  to  recom¬ 
mend  that  the  budget  be  amended  and 
that  the  assessment  be  changed.  Possible 
reasons  for  this  would  be  that  weather 
conditions,  unforeseen  expenses  or  econ¬ 
omies,  the  different  conditions  in  differ¬ 
ent  areas,  or  other  factors  might  well 
cause  the  proposed  budget  and  rate  to  be 
unsatisfactory.  The  committee  would 
make  recommendations  to  the  Secretary 
for  amendment  of  the  budget  or  changes 
in  the  rate  of  assessment,  and  include  all 
available  data  to  support  its  recommen¬ 
dation. 

In  the  event  such  changes  in  the  budg¬ 
et  or  assessments  were  made,  then  such 
changes  would  be  applicable  to  all  car¬ 
rots  which  were  handled  by  the  first 
handlers  during  the  entire  fiscal  period 
in  order  to  insure  equitable  treatment  of 
all  growers  and  all  handlers. 

The  committee  should  have  authority 
to  continue  collecting  assessments  for  the 
maintenance  and  functioning  of  the 
committee  even  though  regulations 
might  be  suspended  or  might  not  be  in 
effect  for  a  certain  period  of  time,  inas¬ 
much  as  there  might  be  administrative 
work  being  carried  on  that  would  require 
financing.  Another  reason  for  such 
authority  is  that  it  would  be  necessary 
to  maintain  managerial  continuity. 

Funds  received  by  the  committee  from 
assessments  should  be  used  solely  for  the 
purpose  of  the  order.  The  committee 
should  as  a  matter  of  good  business  prac¬ 
tice  maintain  up-to-date  books  and  re¬ 
cords  clearly  reflecting  the  operation  of 
its  affairs.  It  should  provide  the  Secre¬ 
tary  with  periodic  reports  at  appropriate 
times,  such  as  at  the  end  of  each  market¬ 
ing  year  or  at  such  other  times  as  may  be 
neces.sary,  to  enable  him  to  maintain  ap¬ 
propriate  supervision  and  control  over 
the  activities  and  operations. 

The  order  should  provide  that  in  the 
event  regulation  is  suspended  for  any 
period  of  time  the  committee  could  re¬ 
commend  to  the  Secretary  that  a  triistee 
be  appointed  to  hold  records,  funds  or 
other  property  of  the  committee  until 
such  time  as  regulations  may  again  be 
appropriate.  This  will  result  in  a  mini¬ 
mum  delay  in  reactivating  the  program 
if  a  need  arises. 

The  assessment  rates  under  the  pro¬ 
gram  would  be  set  at  the  beginning  of 
the  season  based  on  a  crop  of  an  esti¬ 
mated  volume.  Should  crop  failure  or 
partial  crop  loss  reduce  the  crop  so  that 
assessment  income  falls  below  expenses, 
it  might  be  necessary  for  handlers  to 
cover  the  deficit  through  increased  as¬ 
sessments.  Since  this  would  impose  an 
extra  burden  on  the  industry,  it  would 
be  equitable  and  less  burdensome  for 
handlers  to  establish  an  operating  re¬ 
serve  during  years  of  normal  production. 
The  reserve  fund  would  be  built  during 
years  when  funds  exceed  expenses.  In 
order  that  reserve  funds  not  be  accumu¬ 
lated  beyond  a  reasonable  amount,  how¬ 
ever,  a  maximum  in  the  reserve  fimd  of 


an  amount  sufficient  to  operate  for  one 
fiscal  period  should  be  provided. 

A  second  excess  fund  option  for  which 
the  committee  should  have  authority  is 
to  credit  each  individual  handler  with 
his  share  of  such  excess  funds  so  that 
in  the  following  fiscal  period  he  would 
not  pay  any  assessments  until  that  credit 
was  used  up.  Such  a  provision  of  credit¬ 
ing  a  refund  to  a  handler’s  account  ob¬ 
viates  the  necessity  of  mailing  out  cash 
refunds  and  also  provides  a  source  of 
funds  for  meeting  committee  expenses 
until  such  time  as  assessments  start  to 
be  collected. 

Except  as  necessary  to  establish  and 
maintain  an  operating  reserve  as  set 
forth  in  the  order,  handlers  who  have 
paid  part  of  any  excess  should  be  en¬ 
titled  to  a  proportionate  refund  of  any 
excess  funds  that  remain  at  the  end  of 
a  fiscal  period. 

Upon  termination  of  the  order,  any 
funds  in  the  reserve  that  are  not  used 
to  defray  the  necessary  expenses  of  liqui¬ 
dation  should,  to  the  extent  practicable, 
be  returned  to  the  handlers  from  whom 
such  funds  were  collected.  However, 
should  the  order  be  terminated  after 
many  years  of  operation,  the  precise 
equities  of  handlers  may  be  impractical 
to  ascertain.  Therefore,  it  would  be  de¬ 
sirable  and  necessary  to  permit  the  un¬ 
expended  reserve  funds  for  which  equi¬ 
ties  are  not  ascertainable  to  be  disposed 
of  in  any  manner  that  the  Secretary  may 
determine  to  be  appropriate  in  such  cir¬ 
cumstances. 

5(d)  The  order  should  provide  au¬ 
thority  for  marketing  research  and  de¬ 
velopment  projects.  The  need  for  such 
authority  was  questioned  by  one  witness 
at  the  hearing  who  otherwise  supported 
the  objectives  of  the  proposed  program. 
The  basis  for  his  reservation  on  this  mat¬ 
ter  was  that  in  its  development  stage 
this  program  was  intended  by  proponents 
to  be  narrow  in  scope,  design^  solely  to 
standardize  the  consumer  size  carrot  bag. 
However,  the  proposal  as  finally  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  proponents  included  a  sec¬ 
tion  concerning  marketing  research  and 
development,  and  the  record  evidence  in¬ 
dicates  that  such  authority  is  warranted. 

Such  activities  should  be  confined  to 
container  markings  and  specifications, 
which  is  consistent  with  the  type  of  regu¬ 
latory  authority  set  forth  in  the  order. 
To  permit  the  Secretary  to  discharge  his 
responsibility  under  the  order,  the  com¬ 
mittee  should  be  required  to  submit  each 
such  project  to  him  for  approval. 

5(e)  The  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  to  establish  and  maintain  such  orderly 
marketing  conditions  for  carrots,  among 
other  commodities,  as  will  tend  to  estab¬ 
lish  parity  prices  to  growers  and  be  in 
the  public  interest.  The  regulation  of  the 
handling  of  carrots,  as  authorized  in  the 
order,  provides  a  means  for  carrying  out 
such  policy. 

To  facilitate  the  operation  of  the  pro¬ 
gram,  the  committee  should  toward  the 
end  of  each  marketing  year,  prepare  and 
adopt  a  marketing  policy  for  the  ensuing 
marketing  season.  A  report  on  such 


policy  should  be  submitted  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  and  made  available  to  producers 
and  handlers.  The  policy  so  established 
would  serve  to  inform  the  Secretary  and 
persons  in  the  industry,  in  advance  of 
the  production  and  marketing  of  the 
crop,  of  the  committee’s  basic  plans  for 
container  regulations.  Handlers  and 
producers  could  then  plan  their  individu¬ 
al  operations  in  accordance  therewith. 
The  policy  also  should  be  useful  to  the 
committee  and  the  Secretary  when 
specific  regulatory  action  is  being  con¬ 
sidered.  since  it  would  provide  basic  in¬ 
formation  necessary  to  the  evaluation  of 
such  regulation. 

Under  this  program,  recommenda¬ 
tions  for  regulations  would  be  limited  to 
proposed  container  requirements.  In  de¬ 
veloping  its  marketing  policy,  the  com¬ 
mittee  should  give  due  consideration  to 
the  potential  effect  of  regulation  on 
handlers’  container  inventory  problems, 
the  operating  efficiency  of  carrot  packing 
plants,  container  stocks  which  may  be 
held  by  the  various  packers,  consumers’ 
interests,  and  other  information  bearing 
on  the  marketing  of  carrots. 

The  committee’s  marketing  policy 
should  be  prepared  in  written  form  and 
should  describe  what  the  committee  is 
recommending  and  why  they  arrived  at 
such  conclusions.  The  carrot  industry 
and  the  public  should  be  properly  in¬ 
formed  of  the  committee’s  marketing 
.policy.  This  can  be  achieved  through  the 
use  of  special  bulletins  to  the  affected 
parties  and  information  material  to 
newspapers  and  other  media. 

It  is  possible  the  marketing  policy 
would  continue  unchanged  for  more 
than  one  year.  In  such  event,  the  com¬ 
mittee  should  review  its  policy  annually, 
reaffirm  the  policy,  and  inform  the  pub¬ 
lic  of  its  actions. 

In  administration  of  the  order  the 
committee  is  given  direct  responsibility 
for  recommending  to  the  Secretary  the 
need  for  container  regulation.  Evidence 
adduced  at  the  hearing  shows  an  author¬ 
ity  should  be  incorporated  in  the  order 
for  the  Secretary  to  issue  regulations 
with  respect  to  containers  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  area  during  any  period.  Such 
regulations  may  be  issued  as  a  result  of 
recommendations  and  information  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  committee  as  aforemen¬ 
tioned,  or  other  information  which  may 
be  available  to  the  Secretary  which  indi¬ 
cates  that  such  regulations  would  tend 
to  effectuate  the  declared  purpose  of  the 
Act.  Such  regulations  should  apply  to  all 
carrots  handled  unless  shipped  under 
modifications  authorized  by  the  order. 

The  order  should  provide  authority  to 
regulate  net  weight  of  consumer  con¬ 
tainers,  the  capacity  of  master  con¬ 
tainers,  and  the  markings  on  any  con¬ 
tainer  which  may  be  used  in  the  han¬ 
dling  of  carrots.  The  record  indicates 
that  containers  which  have  been  used 
for  carrots  could  be  designed  to  resemble 
standard  containers,  but  hold  slightly 
less  weight.  Authority  to  specify  net 
weights  would  be  an  appropriate  method 
to  preclude  such  unfair  practices.  How¬ 
ever,  because  one,  two,  three  and  five 
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pound  consumer  containers  are  com¬ 
monly  marketed  In  many  parts  of  the 
production  area,  they  are  needed  for  the 
orderly  marketing  of  carrots.  Their  use 
should  not  be  prohibited  and  the  order 
should  so  state. 

Authority  to  regulate  markings  would 
be  used  to  make  certain  that  the  con¬ 
tents  of  any  container  are  properly 
identified  in  accordance  with  the  facts. 
For  example,  the  weight  should  be  stated 
accurately.  With  authority  to  standard¬ 
ize  container  markings,  the  committee 
also  would  be  able  to  prohibit  the  use  of 
markings  or  trade  practices  which  may 
be  deceptive  to  buyers  or  create  confu¬ 
sion  within  the  trade. 

As  discussed  earlier  herein,  a  number 
of  States  and  municipalities  have  regu¬ 
lations  governing  the  type  and  extent  of 
markings  which  may  be  used  on  con¬ 
sumer  bags.  The  record  shows  that  it 
may  be  possible  for  individual  handlers 
to  solve  the  multiple  container  problems 
described  herein  by  adopting  a  clear  bag. 
There  also  is  ample  testimony  that  car¬ 
rot  buyers  use  their  bargaining  power  to 
dictate  the  type  of  printing  they  want 
on  the  bags  they  purchase.  Authority  to 
regulate  markings  could  eliminate  han¬ 
dlers’  problems  caused  by  the  buyers’ 
dictation  regarding  the  type  of  printing 
to  be  used.  With  regard  to  State  or  local 
regulations  governing  markings,  this 
program  should  not  pre-empt  any  such 
regulations  precluding  deceptive  mark¬ 
ings  on  containers. 

Several  witnesses  said  that  because  of 
seasonal  changes  in  growing  conditions 
their  carrots  frequently  differed  in  shape 
from  those  produced  in  other  areas.  For 
this  reason,  they  feared  Uiat  their  pro¬ 
duction  area  would  be  discriminated 
against  if  the  committee  authorized  the 
use  of  printed  bands  on  carrot  packages 
and  specified  the  exact  location  of  these 
bands.  Therefore,  if  printed  bands  of 
color  are  authorized  the  committee 
should  provide  sufficient  flexibihty  for 
the  exact  location  of  printed  color  bands, 
in  order  to  enable  all  packers  to  use 
their  best  Judgment  on  the  exact  loca¬ 
tion  of  such  markings  at  the  top  and/or 
bottom  of  consumer  packages.  Brands 
are  commonly  used  as  trademarks  in  the 
carrot  industry  and  as  such  they  often 
have  great  commercial  value.  The  pro¬ 
posed  order  is  not  intended  to  provide 
for  regulation  of  brands.  However, 
brands  could  be  printed  on  containers  so 
that  they  would  occupy  an  imreasonably 
large  portion  of-  the  surface  area  of  a 
container  and  thereby  possibly  circum¬ 
vent  container  markings  regulations. 
The  committee  should  have  the  author¬ 
ity  to  provide,  as  needed,  reasonable  lim¬ 
itations  on  the  surface  area  occupied  by 
brands.  The  record  evidence'  shows  that 
to  regulate  “pack,”  “size”  or  “dimen¬ 
sions”  of  containers  as  provided  in  the 
proposed  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der  is  not  necessary  for  the  development 
of  orderly  marketing  of  carrots  so  this 
authority  is  not  included  in  the  recom¬ 
mended  marketing  agreement  and  order. 

The  record  indicates  that  the  commit¬ 
tee  should  not  discourage  experimenta¬ 


tion  with  new  containers  under  this  au¬ 
thority  or  prevent  the  commercial  use  of 
new  containers  of  superior  design,  con¬ 
struction  or  materials. 

The  marketing  agreement  and  order 
should  contain  provision  for  the  notifi¬ 
cation  of  the  committee  by  tlie  Secretary 
whenever  he  takes  action  with  respect 
to  regulations  and  the  committee  should 
notify  the  industry  of  such  actions. 

As  provided  in  Section  .52  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  order,  regulations  may  be  modi¬ 
fied,  suspended  or  terminated  upon  rec¬ 
ommendation  of  the  committee  and  ap¬ 
proval  by  the  Secretary.  This  will  pro¬ 
vide  the  flexibility  to  cover  unforeseen 
changes  that  may  occur. 

The  record  indicates  that  the  commit¬ 
tee,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary, 
should  have  the  right  to  establish  exemp¬ 
tions  for  certain  experimental  shipments, 
charity  shipments,  or  a  minimum  quan¬ 
tity  which  may  be  handled  free  from  con¬ 
tainer  regulations  and  assessments. 
Small  sales  or  shipments,  such  as  several 
pounds  to  individual  household  purchas¬ 
ers,  convenience  purchases  by  friends  or 
tourists  or  similiar  purchases  present 
operating  problems  if  container  regula¬ 
tions  are  to  be  enforced.  Administrative 
difficulties  caused  by  regulating  such 
small  shipments  may  make  it  uneconomi¬ 
cal,  undesirable  and  impractical  to  do 
so  in  many  cases. 

The  record  shows  that  the  committee 
should  have  authority,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary,  to  either  exempt  export 
-shipments  or  to  regulate  them  differ¬ 
ently.  Shipments  for  export  frequently 
have  different  requirements  than  those 
for  domestic  markets  and  exporters  may 
encounter  difficulties  caused  by  container 
regulations. 

The  record  indicates  that  some  han¬ 
dlers  may  have  unusally  large  inventor¬ 
ies  of  containers  on  hand  when  con¬ 
tainer  regulations  are  initially  issued 
imder  this  program.  Therefore,  the  com¬ 
mittee  should  have  the  authority  to  es¬ 
tablish  the  quantity  that  would  be  con¬ 
sidered  excessive  and  provide  said  han¬ 
dlers  the  opportunity  through  exemp¬ 
tion  from  regulation,  appropriate  time 
to  use  such  containers.  Upon  receipt  of 
information  satisfactory  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  that  a  handler  had  an  excessive 
inventory  of  containers  at  the  time  that 
a  regulation  that  would  prohibit  the  use 
of  such  containers  was  issued,  the  com¬ 
mittee  could  permit  the  handlers  to  use 
this  inventory.  The  committee  should 
adopt  procedural  rules  and  guidelines, 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Secretary, 
by  which  such  exemptions  would  be  is¬ 
sued. 

(5)  (f)  The  committee  should  have  the 
authority  to  require  that  handlers  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  committee  such  reports  and 
information  as  may  be  needed  to  per¬ 
form  its  functions  under  the  order. 
It  is  difficult  to  anticipate  every  type 
of  report  or  kind  of  information  which 
the  committee  may  require,  but  it  should 
have  the  authority  to  request  reports 
and  information  as  needed  and  at  such 
times  and  in  such  a  manner  as  it  may 
deem  necessary.  The  Secretary  should  re¬ 


tain  the  right  to  approve,  change,  or 
rescind  any  requests  by  the  committee 
for  information  or  reports  in  order  to 
protect  handlers  from  imreasonable  re¬ 
quests.  To  substantiate  reports  required 
by  the  committee,  each  handler  would 
be  required  to  establish  and  maintain  for 
at  least  two  sucieeding  years  such  rec¬ 
ords  and  documents  with  respect  to  car¬ 
rots  handled  by  him  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary'. 

Any  reports  and  records  submitted  for 
committee  use  by  individual  handlers 
should  be  kept  confidential  and  be  dis¬ 
closed  to  no  person  other  than  the  Secre¬ 
tary  and  persons  authorized  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary.  Any  reported  information 
released. to  the  industry  should  be  on  a 
composite  basis  to  preclude  disclosure  of 
information  concerning  individual  oper¬ 
ations.  This  is  necessary  to  assure  that 
the  information  contained  in  the  reports 
which  may  adversely  affe:t  the  competi¬ 
tive  position  of  a  reporting  handler  in 
relation  to  other  handlers  would  not  be 
disclosed. 

Handlers  should  be  required  to  main¬ 
tain  complete  records  on  their  receipts, 
handling,  and  disposition  of  carrots  for 
two  succeeding  years  after  the  end  of 
each  fiscal  year.  Evidence  shows  that 
handlers  usiially  keep  such  records  for 
their  business  operations  for  at  least  that 
length  of  time,  and  no  hardship  would 
be  imposed  by  requirements  of  this  type 
under  the  proposed  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order.  In  order  to  make  possi¬ 
ble  the  verification  of  reports  filed  by 
handlers,  the  Secretary  and  the  com¬ 
mittee,  through  their  duly  authorized 
employees  or  agents,  should  have  access 
to  any  premises  where  applicable  rec¬ 
ords  are  lo:ated  or  where  carrots  are 
handled. 

(5)(g)  Except  as  provided  for  in  the 
proposed  marketing  order,  no  handler 
should  be  permitted  to  handle  carrots, 
the  handling  of  which  is  prohibited  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  order;  and  no  handler 
should  be  permitted  to  handle  carrots 
except  in  conformity  with  the  order.  If 
the  program  is  to  be  effective,  no  han¬ 
dler  should  be  permitted  to  evade  its  pro¬ 
visions  since  such  action  on  the  part  of 
one  handler,  although  possibly  of  small 
impact  on  the  industry  when  measured 
only  by  the  proportion  of  carrots  handled 
by  him,  would  be  demoralizing  to  han¬ 
dlers  who  are  in  compliance  and  would 
tend  to  impair  operation  of  the  program. 

(5)  (h)  The  provisions  of  §§  .74 

through  .84,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  are 
generally  similar  to  those  which  are  in¬ 
cluded  in  marketing  agreements  and  or¬ 
ders  now  operating. 

Such  provisions,  identified  by  section 
numbers  and  headings  are  as  follows: 
§  .74  Right  of  the  Secretary;  §  .75  Effec¬ 
tive  time;  §  .76  Termination;  §  .77  Pro¬ 
ceedings  after  Termination;  §  .78  Effect 
of  termination  or  amendments;  §  .79  Du¬ 
ration  of  immunities;  §  .80  Agents;  §  .81 
Derogation;  §  .82  Personal  liability;  §  .83 
Separability  and  §  .84  Amendments  are 
incidental  to  and  not  inconsistent  with 
the  act  and  are  necessary  to  effectuate 
the  other  provisions  of  the  order  and  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 
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The  hearing  record  supports  the  inclu¬ 
sion  of  each  such  provision  in  the  order. 
Those  provisions  which  are  applicable  to 
the  proposed  marketing  agreement  only, 
identified  by  section  number  and  head¬ 
ing.  are  as  follows:  §  .85  Counterparts ; 

§  .86  Additional  parties;  and  §  .87  Order 
with  marketing  agreement.  Such  provi¬ 
sions  are  also  included  in  marketing 
agreements  now  in  effect  and  the  record 
supports  inclusion  of  such  provisions  in 
the  marketing  agreement. 

Rulings  on  briefs  of  interested  parties. 
At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  fixed  December 
22,  1976,  as  the  final  date  for  interested 
parties  to  file  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  and  written  arguments  or  briefs 
based  upon  the  evidence  received  at  the 
hearing. 

One  brief  was  filed  by  William  T.  Tarp 
on  behalf  of  the  Western  Growers  Asso¬ 
ciation.  Every  point  in  the  brief  was  care¬ 
fully  considered  along  with  record  evi¬ 
dence  in  making  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  contained  herein. 

General  Findings.  Upwn  the  basis  of 
the  evidence  introduced  at  such  hearing, 
and  the  record  thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

(1)  The  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  all  of  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act; 

(2)  The  said  marketing  agreement  and 
order  regulate  the  handling  of  carrots 
grown  in  the  production  area  in  the  same 
manner  as,  and  are  applicable  only  to 
persons  in  the  respective  classes  of  com¬ 
mercial  or  industrial  activity  specified 
in,  a  proposed  marketing  argreement  and 
order  upon  which  a  hearing  has  been 
held ; 

( 3 )  The  said  marketing  agreement  and 
order  are  limited  in  their  application  to 
the  smallest  regional  production  area 
which  is  practicable,  consistent  with 
carrying  out  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act,  and  the  issuance  of  several  orders 
applicable  to  subdivisions  of  the  produc¬ 
tion  area  would  not  effectively  carry  out 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act; 

(4)  There  are  no  differences  in  the 
production  and  marketing  of  carrots 
grown  in  the  production  area  which  make 
necessary  different  terms  and  provisions 
applicable  to  different  parts  of  such  area ; 
and 

(5)  All, handling  of  carrots  grown  in 
the  production  area,  as  defined  in  said 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  is  in  the 
current  of  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce  or  directly  burdens,  obstructs,  or 
affects  such  commerce. 

Recommended  marketing  agreement 
and  order.  The  following  marketing 
agreement  and  order  are  recommended 
as  the  detailed  means  by  which  the  fore¬ 
going  conclusions  may  be  carried  out: 

Definitions 
§  .1  Secretary. 

“Secretary”  means  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  of  the  United  States,  or  any 
other  officer  or  employee  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  to  whom  authority 
has  heretofore  been  delegated,  or  to 


whom  authority  may  be  hereafter  dele¬ 
gated,  to  act  in  his  stead. 

§  .2  Act. 

“Act”  means  Fhiblic  Act  No.  10,  73d 
Congress  (May  12th,  1933),  as  amended 
and  as  reenacted  and  amended  by  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat. 
31,  as  amended:  7  U.S.C.  601-674). 

§  .3  Person. 

“Person”  means  an  individual,  part¬ 
nership,  corpKiration,  association,  or  any 
other  business  unit. 

§  .4  Production  area. 

“Production  area”  means  the  48  con¬ 
tiguous  States  of  the  United  States  and 
the  District  of  Columbia, 

§  .5  Carrots. 

“Carrots”  means  all  varieties  of 
Daucus  carota  grown  in  the  production 
area. 

§  .6  Handler. 

“Handler”  means  a  repacker  or  any 
other  person,  (except  a  common  or  con¬ 
tract  carrier  transporting  carrots  for 
another  person) ,  who  handles  carrots. 

§  .7  Rcpacker. 

“Repacker”  means  any  person  buying 
or  receiving  carrots  already  handled  who 
packages  such  carrots  in  consumer 
packages. 

§  .8  Handle. 

“Handle”  means  to  package,  repack¬ 
age,  sell,  ship,  or  transport  carrots  for 
fresh  market  or  in  any  other  way  to 
place  carrots,  or  to  cause  carrots  to  be 
placed  in  the  current  of  commerce  within 
the  production  area  or  between  the  pro¬ 
duction  area  or  any  point  outside  thereof. 

§  .9  Producer. 

“Producer”  means  any  person  engaged 
in  a  proprietary  capacity  in  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  carrots  for  fresh  market. 

§  .10  Markings. 

“Markings”  means  the  color  bands, 
scrim,  or  lines,  labeling  information, 
color  tints  in  the  packaging  material  or 
other  printed  material  on  carrot  con¬ 
tainers. 

§.11  Container. 

“Container”  means  box,  bag,  basket, 
bulk  loads  in  pallet  boxes  and  convey¬ 
ances,  or  any  other  type  of  receptacle 
used  in  the  packaging,  transportation, 
sale,  shipment  or  handling  of  carrots. 

§  .12  Committee. 

“Committee”  means  the  Carrot  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Committee  established  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  .20. 

§  .13  Fiscal  period. 

“Fiscal  period”  means  the  period  of 
time  from  April  1  of  any  year  until 
March  31  of  the  following  year,  or  such 
other  period  recommended  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  approved  by  the  Secretary. 


§  .20  Committee  establishment  and 
membership. 

(a)  There  is  hereby  established  a  Car¬ 
rot  Administrative  Committee  consisting 
of  10  members  including  a  public  mem¬ 
ber.  For  each  member  there  shall  be  an 
alternate  member  who  shall  have  the 
same  qualifications  and  responsibility  as 
the  member.  Nine  members  and  alter¬ 
nates  shall  be  composed  of  producers  or 
officers  or  employees  of  corporate  pro¬ 
ducers,  and  may  be  an  individual  who  is 
both  a  producer  and  a  handler.  The  pub¬ 
lic  member  and  alternate  shall  be  neither 
a  producer  nor  handler,  or  officer  or  em¬ 
ployee  thereof. 

(b)  Nominations  for,  and  selections  of 
producer  members  and  their  alternates 
shall  be  in  such  numbers  and  from  such 
States  as  follows:  Four  producers  from 
California,  two  from  Texas,  one  each 
from  Michigan  and  Florida,  and  one  at 
large  from  any  State  except  California. 
Each  member  and  alternate  member 
selected  to  represent  producers  in  a  par¬ 
ticular  State  shall  be  a  domiciliary  of 
such  State  and  no  producer  or  business 
unit  thereof  shall  be  permitted  more 
than  one  member  on  the  committee  at 
any  one  time. 

(c)  The  public  member  and  alternate 
shall  be  nominated  by  the  producer 
members  of  the  committee  and  shall 
have  no  direct  financial 'interest  in  the 
production,  processing,  financing  or  mar¬ 
keting,  except  as  a  consumer,  of  agricul¬ 
tural  products. 

(d)  The  committee  may  recommend, 
and  pursuant  thereto  the  Secretary  may 
approve,  the  reapportionment  of  mem¬ 
bers  among  States  within  the  production 
area. 

§  .21  Term  of  office. 

(a)  Terms  of  office  for  the  initial 
members  and  alternates  shall  begin  on 
the  effective  date  of  this  part  and  end  on 
the  third  December  31  following  their 
selection.  Each  subsequent  term  shall  be 
for  two  years  beginning  on  January  1st 
and  ending  on  December  31  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  year,  or  such  other  term  of  office  as 
the  committee  may  recommend  and  the 
Secretary  may  approve. 

(b)  Each  member  and  alternate  shall 
serve  in  such  capacity  during  the  term 
of  office  for  which  he  is  selected  and  until 
his  successor  is  appointed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  and  has  qualified. 

§  .22  Nominations. 

(a)  Nominations  for  producer  com¬ 
mittee  members  and  their  alternates 
shall  be  made  in  the  following  manner: 

( 1 )  The  committee  shall  conduct  nom¬ 
inations  by  mail  in  accordance  with  pro¬ 
cedures  recommended  by  the  committee 
and  approved  by  the  Secretary.  The  nom¬ 
inations  shall  be  conducted  and  the  nom¬ 
ination  report  received  by  the  Secretary 
at  least  60  days  prior  to  a  term  of 
office: 

(2)  Nominations  for  each  of  the  initial 
member  and  alternate  member  positions 
of  the  committee  may  be  submitted  to 
the  Secretary  by  individual  producer  as- 
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sociations.  Such  nominations  may  be 
made  by  means  of  a  meeting  or  meetings 
of  producers  or  some  other  manner  as 
may  be  specified  by  the  Secretary. 

<3)  At  least  one  nominee  shall  be  des¬ 
ignated  for  each  position  cS  member  and 
for  each  position  as  alternate  member  on 
the  committee  which  is  vacant,  or  which 
is  to  become  vacant. 

(4)  Each  producer  in  States  specified 
in  §  .20(b)  shall  be  entitled  to  cast  one 
vote  for  each  producer  member  and  al¬ 
ternate  member  position  in  his  State,  and 
each  producer  in  such  States  other  than 
California  shall  be  further  entitled  to 
cast  single  votes  for  the  producer  mem¬ 
ber  and  alternate  member  for  the  at 
large  positions.  Producers  in  States  not 
specified  in  S  .20(b)  shall  be  entitled  to 
cast  single  votes  for  the  producer  mem¬ 
ber  and  alternate  member  for  the  at  large 
positions.  Producers  who  grow  carrots  in 
more  than  one  State  shall  vote  in  the 
State  in  which  they  are  domiciliaries. 

(5)  The  names  of  nominees  shall  be 
supplied  to  the  Secretary  in  such  man¬ 
ner  and  form  as  he  may  prescribe,  not 
less  than  60  days  prior  to  a  term  of 
office,  or  such  other  time  as  may  be  spec¬ 
ified  by  the  Secretary. 

(b)  The  public  member  and  alternate 
public  member  shall  be  nominated  by 
the  producer  members  of  the  committee 
either  at  a  regular  meeting  or  by  mail 
under  procedures  recommended  by  the 
committee  and  approved  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary.  The  nominations  shall  be  con¬ 
ducted  and  the  nomination  report  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary  at  least  60  days 
prior  to  a  term  of  office.  The  names  of 
nominees  for  the  initial  public  member 
and  initial  alternate  public  member  shall 
be  submitted  to  the  Secretary  not  later 
than  90  days  after  the  first  regular  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  initial  Carrot  Administrative 
Committee. 

§  .23  Selection. 

The  Secretary  shall  select  all  members' 
and  their  alternates  on  the  basis  of  rep¬ 
resentation  provided  for  in  §  .20  from 
the  nomination  made  pursuant  to  §  .22. 

§  .24  Failure  to  nominate. 

If  nominations,  including  initial  nomi¬ 
nations,  are  not  made  within  the  time 
and  manner  prescribed  in  §  .22,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may,  without  regard  to  nomina¬ 
tions,  select  the  members  and  alternates 
of  the  committee  on  the  basis  of  the 
representation  provided  for  in  §  .20. 

§  .23  Accptance. 

Any  person  selected  by  the  Secretary 
as  a  member  or  as  an  alternate  member 
of  the  committee  shall,  prior  to  serving 
as  such,  qualify  by  filing  a  written  ac¬ 
ceptance  with  the  Secretary  within  the 
time  specified  by  the  Secretary. 

§  .26  Vacancies. 

To  fill  committee  vacancies,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  select  members  or  alternates 
from  nominees  on  the  latest  nomination 
reports  or  from  nominations  made  in  the 
manner  specified  in  §  .22  or  from  other 


eligible  persons.  If  the  names  of  nomi¬ 
nees  to  fill  any  such  vacancy  are  not 
made  available  to  the  Secretary  within 
30  days  after  such  vacancy  occurs  the 
vacancy  may  be  filled  without  regard  to 
nominations,  but  such  selection  shall  be 
made  on  the  basis  of  representation  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  §  .20. 

§  .27  Alternate  member. 

An  alternate  member  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  shall  act  in  the  place  and  stead  of 
the  member  for  whom  he  is  an  alternate 
during  such  member’s  absence  or  wnen 
designated  to  do  so  by  the  member  for 
whom  he  is  an  alternate.  In  the  event  of 
the  death,  removal,  resignation,  or  dis¬ 
qualification  of  a  member,  his  alternate 
shall  act  for  him  until  a  successor  for 
such  member  is  selected  and  has  quali¬ 
fied.  The  committee  may  request  the  at¬ 
tendance  of  alternates  at  any  or  all 
meetings,  notwithstanding  the  expected 
or  actual  presence  of  the  respective 
members. 

§  .28  Procedure. 

(a)  Seven  members  of  the  committee 
shall  be  necessary  to  constitute  a  quo¬ 
rum  and  the  same  number  of  conctu-ring 
votes  shall  be  required  to  pass  any  mo¬ 
tion  or  approve  any  committee  action. 

(b)  In  assembled  meetings  all  votes 
shall  be  cast  in  person.  However,  the 
committee  may  provide  for  meetings  by 
telephone,  telegraph  or  other  means  of 
communication  and  any  vote  cast  at 
such  meetings  shall  be  promptly  con¬ 
firmed  in  writing. 

§  .29  Expenses. 

Members  and  alternates  when  serv¬ 
ing  as  members  of  the  committee  shall 
serve  without  compensation  but  shall  be 
reimbursed  for  such  expenses  authorized 
by  the  committee  and  necessarily  in¬ 
curred  by  them  in  attending  committee 
meetings  and  in  the  performance  of 
their  duties  under  this  part. 

§  .30  Powers. 

The  committee  shall  have  the  follow¬ 
ing  powers: 

(a)  To  administer  the  provision  of  this 
part  in  accordance  with  its  terms; 

(b)  To  make  rules  and  regulations  to 
effectuate  the  terms  and  provisions  of 
this  part: 

(c)  To  receive,  investigate,  and  report 
to  the  Secretary  complaints  of  violation 
of  the  provisions  of  this  part;  and 

(d)  To  recommend  to  the  Secretary 
amendments  to  this  part. 

§  .31  Diitios. 

The  committee  shall  have,  among  oth¬ 
ers,  the  following  duties: 

(a)  As  soon  as  practicable  alter  the 
beginning  of  each  term  of  office,  to  meet 
and  organize,  to  select  from  among  its 
members  and  alternates,  a  chairman  and 
such  other  officers  as  may  be  necessary, 
to  select  sub-committees,  and  to  adopt 
such  rules,  regulations,  and  bylaws  for 
the  conduct  of  its  business  at  it  deems 
necessary,  and  to  recommend  nominees 
for  the  public  member  and  alternate; 


(b)  To  act  as  intermediary  between 
the  Secretary  and  any  producer  or  han¬ 
dler; 

(c)  To  furnish  to  the  Secretary  such 
available  information  as  he  may  request; 

(d)  To  appoint  such  employees, 
agents,  and  representatives  as  it  may 
deem  necessary,  to  determine  the  com¬ 
pensation  and  define  the  duties  of  each 
such  person,  and  to  protect  the  handling 
of  committee  funds  through  fidelity 
bonds; 

(e)  To  investigate  from  time  to  time 
and  to  assemble  data  on  the  growing, 
harvesting,  shipping,  and  marketing  con¬ 
ditions  with  respect  to  carrots; 

(f)  To  recommend  regulations  pursu¬ 
ant  to  this  part  to  the  Secretary: 

(g)  To  keep  minutes,  books,  and  rec¬ 
ords  which  clearly  reflect  all  of  the  acts 
and  transactions  of  the  committee  and 
such  minutes,  books,  and  records  shall 
be  subject  to  examination  at  any  time 
by  the  Secretary  or  by  his  authorized 
agent  or  representative;  such  minutes  to 
be  reported  promptly  to  the  Secretary: 

(h)  Prior  to  the  beginning  of  each 
fiscal  period,  to  submit  to  the  Secretary 
a  budget  of  its  expenses  for  .such  fiscal 
period,  together  with  a  report  thereon 
showing  the  basis  for  its  calculations: 

(i)  To  prepare  periodic  statements  of 
the  financial  operations  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  and  to  make  copies  of  each  such 
statement  available  to  producers  and 
handlers  for  examination  at  the  office  of 
the  committee  and  to  send  two  copies  to 
the  Secretary; 

(j)  To  cause  the  books  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  to  be  audited  by  a  competent  ac¬ 
countant  at  least  once  each  fiscal  period, 
and  at  such  other  time  as  the  commit¬ 
tee  may  deem  necessary  or  as  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  request;  two  copies  of  a  report 
of  each  such  audit  shall  be  furnished  to 
the  Secretary  and  show  the  receipt  and 
expenditure  of  funds  collected  pursuant 
to  this  part;  a  copy  of  each  such  report 
(excluding  therefrom  confidential  in¬ 
formation),  shall  be  made  available  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  committee  for 
inspection  by  producers  and  handlers: 

(k)  To  notify  committee  members  and 
alternates  of  meetings  of  the  committee 
and  to  give  the  Secretary  the  same  notice 
of  such  meetings  of  the  committee  and 
its  subcommittees  as  is  given  to  the  ap¬ 
plicable  membership; 

(l)  To  investigate  compliance  and  use 
means  available  to  prevent  violation  of 
the  provisions  of  this  part;  and 

(m)  To  consult,  cooperate,  and  ex¬ 
change  information  with  otlier  market¬ 
ing  order  committees  and  other  individ¬ 
uals  or  agencies  in  connection  with  all 
proper  committee  activities  and  objec¬ 
tives  under  this  part. 

§  .32  Annual  report. 

The  committee  shall,  as  soon  as  is 
practicable  after  the  end  of  each  fiscal 
period,  prepare  and  mail  an  annual  re¬ 
port  to  the  Secretary  and  make  a  copy 
available  to  each  grower  and  handler  who 
requests  a  copy. 
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Expenses  and  Assessments 
§  .40  Expenses. 

The  committee  is  authorized  to  incur 
such  expenses  as  the  Secretary  finds  are 
reasonable  and  likely  to  be  incurred  dur¬ 
ing  each  fiscal  period  by  the  committee 
for  its  maintenance  and  functioning,  and 
for  such  purposes  as  the  Secretary,  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  subpart,  determines  to  be 
appropriate.  Each  first  handler's  prorata 
share  of  such  expenses  shall  be  propor¬ 
tionate  to  the  ratio  between  the  total 
quantity  of  carrots  handled  by  him  as  the 
first  handler  thereof  during  a  fiscal  peri¬ 
od  and  the  total  quantity  of  carrots  so 
handled  by  all  handlers  as  first  handlers 
thereof  during  such  fiscal  period. 

§  .41  Budget. 

Prior  to  each  fiscal  period  and  as  may 
be  necessary  thereafter,  the  committee 
shall  prepare  an  estimated  budget  of  in¬ 
come  and  expenditures  necessary  for  the 
administration  of  this  part.  The  commit¬ 
tee  may  recommend  a  rate  of  assessment 
calculated  to  provide  adequate  funds  to 
defray  its  proposed  expenditures.  The 
committee  shall  present  such  budget  to 
the  Secretary  with  an  accompanying  re¬ 
port  showing  the  basis  for  its  calcula¬ 
tions. 

§  .42  .Assessments. 

(a)  The  fund.s  to  cover  the  committee’s 
expenses  shall  be  acquired  by  the  levying 
of  assessments  upon  handlers  as  provided 
for  in  this  subpart.  Elach  handler  who 
first  handles  carrots  shall  pay  assess¬ 
ments  to  the  committee  upon  demand, 
which  assessments,  shall  be  in  payment 
of  such  handler’s  pro  rata  share  of  the 
committee’s  expenses. 

(b)  Assessments  shall  be  levied  during 
each  fiscal  period  upon  handlers  at  a 
rate  per  unit  established  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary.  Such  rates  may  be  established  upon 
the  basis  of  the  committee’s  recommen¬ 
dations  and  other  available  information, 
provided  that  the  assessment  rate  shall 
not  be  more  than  five  cents  per  ton  or 
equivalent  quantity  of  carrots  handled. 

(c)  At  any  time  during  or  after  a 
given  fiscal  period  the  committee  may 
recommend  the  approval  of  an  amended 
budget  and  an  increase  in  the  rate  of 
assessment,  but  not  to  exceed  five  cents 
per  ton  as  specified  in  §  .42(b)  and  in 
conformance  with  §  .41.  Upon  the  basis 
of  such  recommendations,  or  other  avail¬ 
able  information,  the  Secretary  may  ap¬ 
prove  an  amended  budget  and  increase 
the  rate  of  assessment.  Such  increase 
shall  be  applicable  to  all  carrots  which 
were  handled  by  each  first  handler  there¬ 
of  during  such  fiscaJ  period. 

(d)  The  payment  of  assessments  for 
the  maintenance  and  functioning  of  the 
committee  may  be  required  irrespective 
of  whether  particular  provisions  of  this 
part  are  susjjended  or  become  inopera¬ 
tive. 

(e)  To  provide  funds  for  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  provisions  of  this  part  the 
committee  may  accept  the  payment  of 
assessments  in  advance. 


§  .43  Accounting. 

(a)  All  funds  received  by  the  commit¬ 
tee  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  part 
shall  be  used  solely  for  the  purposes  spec¬ 
ified  in  this  part.  At  the  end  of  the  fiscal 
period  an  annual  financial  audit  shall  be 
conducted  by  a  competent  accountant 
and  two  copies  sent  to  the  Secretary. 

(b)  The  Secretary  may  at  any  time  re¬ 
quire  the  committee,  its  members  and  al¬ 
ternates,  employees,  agents,  and  all  other 
persons  to  account  for  all  receipts  and 
disbursements,  funds,  property,  or  rec¬ 
ords  for  which  they  are  responsible. 
Whenever  any  person  ceases  to  be  a 
member  of  the  committee  or  alternate, 
he  shall  account  to  his  successor,  the 
committee,  or  to  the  person  designated 
by  the  Secretary,  for  all  receipts,  dis¬ 
bursements,  funds,  and  property  (includ¬ 
ing  but  not  being  limited  to  books  and 
other  records)  pertaining  to  the  com¬ 
mittee’s  activities  for  which  he  is  respon¬ 
sible,  and  shall  execute  such  assignments 
and  other  instruments  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  or  appropriate  to  vest  in  the  succes¬ 
sor,  the  committee,  or  person  designated 
by  the  Secretary,  the  right  to  all  of  such 
property  and  funds  and  all  claims  vested 
in  such  person. 

(c)  The  committee  may  make  recom¬ 
mendations  to  the  Secretary  for  one  or 
more  of  the  members  thereof,  or  any 
other  person  to  act  as  a  trustee  for  hold¬ 
ing  records,  funds,  or  any  other  commit¬ 
tee  property  during  periods  of  suspension 
of  this  part,  or  during  any  period  or  pe¬ 
riods  when  regulations  under  this  part 
are  not  in  effect,  and,  if  the  Secretary 
determines  such  action  appropriate,  he 
may  direct  that  such  person  or  persons 
may  act  as  such  trustee  or  trustees. 

§  .44  Excess  funds. 

(a)  If,  at  the  end  of  a  fiscal  period  the 
assessments  collected  are  in  excess  of  ex¬ 
penses  incurred,  each  handler  entitled  to 
a  proportionate  refund  of  any  such  as¬ 
sessments  which  represent  payments  by 
the  handler  in  excess  of  his  pro  rata 
share,  shall  be  credited  with  such  refund 
against  his  operations  of  the  following 
fiscal  period  or  such  excess  shall  be  ac¬ 
count^  for  in  accordance  with  one  of 
the  following: 

( 1 )  The  committee,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary,  may  establish  an  op¬ 
erating  monetary  reserve  and  may  carry 
over  to  subsequent  fiscal  periods  excess 
funds  in  a  reserve  so  established,  except 
funds  in  the  reserve  shall  not  exceed  ap¬ 
proximately  one  fiscal  period’s  expenses. 
Such  reserve  funds  may  be  used  (i)  to 
defray  any  expenses  authorized  under 
this  part,  (ii)  to  defray  expenses  during 
any  fiscal  period  prior  to  the  time  assess¬ 
ment  income  is  sufficient  to  cover  such 
expenses,  (iii)  to  cover  deficits  incurred 
during  any  fiscal  period  when  assessment 
income  is  less  than  expenses,  (iv)  to  de¬ 
fray  expenses  Incurred  during  any  period 
when  any  or  all  provisions  of  this  part 
are  suspended  or  are  inoperative,  and 
(V)  to  cover  necessary  expenses  of  liqui¬ 
dation  in  the  event  of  termination  of 
this  part.  Any  funds  remaining  after  ter¬ 


mination  should  be  refunded  to  handlers 
on  a  prorata  basis.  If  it  is  found  imprac¬ 
ticable  to  return  such  remaining  fimds  to 
handlers,  such  funds  shall  be  disposed  of 
in  such  manner  as  the  Secretary  may 
determine  to  be  appropriate. 

(2)  If  such  excess  is  not  retained  In  a 
reserve  or  used  to  defray  necessary  ex¬ 
penses  of  liquidation,  as  provided  for  in 
subparagraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph,  it 
shall  be  refunded  proportionately  to  the 
handlers  from  whom  collected,  except 
any  sum  paid  by  any  handler  in  excess 
of  his  prorata  share  of  the  expenses  dur¬ 
ing  any  fiscal  period  may  be  applied  by 
the  committee  at  the  end  of  such  fiscal 
period  to  any  outstanding  obligations 
due  the  committee  from  such  handler. 

§  .45  Research  and  market  development. 

The  committee  with  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary  may  establish  or  provide 
for  the  establishment  of  marketing  re¬ 
search  and  development  projects  relat¬ 
ing  to  container  markings  and  specifica¬ 
tion:  Provided,  That  no  other  type  of  re¬ 
search  or  market  development  may  be 
conducted. 

Regulations 
§  .50  Marketing  policy. 

(a)  Whenever  the  committee  deter¬ 
mines  it  advisable  to  regulate  the  han¬ 
dling  of  carrots  in  the  manner  provided 
in  §  .51  it  shall  so  recommended  to  the 
Secretary,  provided  that  no  regulations 
other  than  those  provided  for  herein  may 
be  so  recommended. 

(b)  In  arriving  at  its  recommenda¬ 
tions  for  regulation  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section,  the  committee 
shall  prepare  a  report  setting  forth  the 
marketing  policy  it  deems  desirable.  In 
determining  its  marketing  policy  and 
recommendation  for  regulation,  the  com¬ 
mittee  shall  give  consideration  to  the 
effects  on  inventory  problems,  carrot 
packing  plant  operating  efficiency,  con¬ 
sumer  interests,  stocks  of  containers  that 
will  be  affected  by  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tion,  and  other  pertinent  information 
available  to  the  committee. 

(c)  The  committee  shall  publicly  an¬ 
nounce  the  submission  of  each  market¬ 
ing  policy,  including  new  or  revised  poli¬ 
cies,  and  notice  and  contents  thereof 
shall  be  provided  to  producers  and  han¬ 
dlers  by  bulletins,  newspaper,  or  other 
appropriate  media. 

§.51  Issuance  of  regulations. 

The  Secretary  shall  regulate  In  the 
manner  specified  in  this  section  the 
handling  of  carrots  whenever  he  finds 
from  the  recommendations  and  informa¬ 
tion  submitted  by  the  committee  or  from 
other  available  information  that  such 
regulations  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act.  This  program 
does  not  authorize  and  therefore  ex¬ 
pressly  prohibits  as  activities  imder  this 
program,  any  control  or  regulation  of  the 
volume,  prorate,  quantity,  maturity, 
grade,  size,  or  quality  of  carrots  which 
may  be  marketed  during  any  marketing 
season.  Such  regulations  may  only  fix  the 
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net  weight  of  the  consumer  packages, 
capacity  of  the  master  container,  or 
markings  of  the  containers  which  may  be 
used  in  the  packaging,  repackaging, 
transportation,  sale,  shipment  or  other 
handling  of  carrots:  Provided,  That  the 
committee  cannot  prohibit  the  use  of  the 
1,  2.  3,  and  5-pound  consumer  packages, 
or  their  metric  equivalents. 

§  .52  Modification,  suspension,  or  ter¬ 
mination  of  regulations. 

(a)  In  the  event  the  committee  at  any 
time  finds  that,  by  reason  of  changed 
conditions,  any  regulation  issued  pursu¬ 
ant  to  §  .51  should  be  modified,  sus¬ 
pended,  or  terminated,  it  shall  so  recom¬ 
mend  to  the  Secretary. 

(b)  Whenever  the  Secretary  finds  from 
the  recommendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  committee  or  from 
other  available  information  that  a  regu¬ 
lation  should  be  modified,  suspended,  or 
terminated  with  respect  to  any  or  all 
shipments  of  carrots  in  order  to  effectu¬ 
ate' the  declared  policy  of  the  Act,  he 
shall  modify,  saspiend  or  terminate  such 
regulation.  If  the  Secretary  finds  that  a 
regulation  obstructs  or  does  not  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  Act, 
he  shall  modify,  suspend  or  terminate 
such  regulation.  On  the  same  basis  and 
in  like  manner  the  Secretary  may  termi¬ 
nate  any  such  modification  or  suspen¬ 
sion. 

§  .60  Exemptions. 

(a)  The  committee  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  may  establish  exemp¬ 
tions  for  (1)  certain  experimental  ship¬ 
ments;  (2)  charity  shipments;  or  (3) 
minimum  quantity  shipments.  Said  ship¬ 
ments  may  be  handled  free  from  regula¬ 
tions  issued  pursuant  to  S  .51,  Issuance 
of  regulations,  and  S  .42  Assessments. 

(b)  The  committee  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  may  modify,  suspend  or 
terminate  requirements  in  effect  pursu¬ 
ant  to  iS  .51,  Issuance  of  regulations,  for 
carrots'  exported  outside  of  the  produc¬ 
tion  area. 

(c)  In  the  event  the  handling  of  car¬ 
rots  is  regulated  pursuant  to  §  .51  the 
committee  may  issue  an  exemption  to 
any  handler  furnishing  information  sat¬ 
isfactory  to  the  committee  that  the  said 
handler  had  an  excessive  inventory  of 
containers  at  the  time  of  the  issuance 
of  a  regulation  which  would  prohibit 
him  from  using  said  containers.  The 
committee  shall  establish  the  quantity 
that  would  be  considered  excessive  and 
shall  adopt,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary,  procedural  rules  and  guide¬ 
lines  by  which  such  exemptions  would 
be  issued. 

§  .70  Reports  and  records. 

(a)  Upon  the  request  of  the  committee, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  each 
handler  shall  furnish  to  the  committee 
in  such  manner  and  at  such  times  as  it 
may  prescribe,  such  information  as  may 
be  necessary  to  enable  the  committee  to 
perform  its  duties  under  this  subpart. 

(b)  Each  handler  shall  establish  and 
maintain  for  at  least  two  succeeding 


years  such  records  and  documents  with 
respect  to  carrots  handled  by  him  as  may 
be  necessary  to  substantiate  the  required 
reports  he  submits  to  the  committee  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  subpart. 

§  .71  Verification  of  reports  and  records. 

(a)  For  the  purpose  of  assuring  com¬ 
pliance  with  recordkeeping  requirements 
and  certifying  reports  of  handlers,  the 
Secretary  and  the  committee,  through 
their  duly  authorized  employees  or 
agents,  shall  have  access  to  any  premises 
where  applicable  records  are  located, 
and  where  carrots  are  handled,  and  at 
any  time  during  reasonable  business 
hours  shall  be  permitted  to  inspect  such 
handler’s  premises  and  examine  any  and 
all  records  of  such  persons  with  respect 
to  matters  within  the  purview  of  this 
part. 

(b)  Any  person  filing  a  report,  record, 
or  application  that  is  willfully  misrepre¬ 
sented  shall  be  subject  to  the  legal  pen¬ 
alties  for  such  misrepresentation  on  Gov¬ 
ernment  reports. 

§  .72  Confidential  information. 

All  reports  and  records  furnished  or 
submitted  by  handlers  to,  or  obtained  by, 
the  employees  of  the  committee  which 
contain  data  or  information  prohibited 
from  disclosure  by  Section  608d  of  the 
Act  constituting  a  trade  secret  or  disclos¬ 
ing  the  trade  position,  financial  condi¬ 
tion,  or  business  operations  of  the  partic¬ 
ular  handler  from  whom  received,  shall 
be  treated  as  confidential,  and  the  re¬ 
ports  and  all  information  obtained  from 
records  shall  at  all  times  be  kept  in  the 
custody  and  under  the  control  of  one  or 
more  employees  of  the  committee  who 
shall  disclose  such  information  to  no 
person  other  than  the  Secretary,  or  his 
authorized  agents.  Compilations  of  gen¬ 
eral  reports  from  data  and  information 
submitted  by  handlers  to  any  person  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  prohibition  of  disclosure  of 
individual  handlers’  identity  or  opera¬ 
tions. 

§  .73  Compliaiu-r. 

Except  as  provided  in  this  subpart,  no 
handler  shall  handle  carrots,  the  han¬ 
dling  of  which  has  been  prohibited  by 
the  Secretary  in  accordance  with  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  subpart,  or  the  rules  and 
regulations  thereunder,  and  no  handler 
shall  handle  carrots  except  in  conformity 
to  the  provisions  and  regulations  of  this 
subpart. 

§  .74  Right  of  the  .Secretary. 

The  members  of  the  committee  (in¬ 
cluding  successors  and  alternates)  and 
any  agents  or  employees  appointed  or 
employed  by  the  committee  shall  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  removal  or  suspfension  by  the 
Secretary  at  any  time.  Each  and  every 
order,  regulation,  decision,  determina¬ 
tion,  or  other  act  of  the  committee  shall 
be  subject  to  the  continuing  right  of  the 
Secretary  to  disapprove  of  the  same  at 
any  time.  Upon  such  disapproval,  the 
disapproved  action  of  the  said  commit¬ 
tee  shall  be  deemed  null  and  void,  except 
as  to  acts  done  in  reliance  thereon  or  in 


compliance  therewith  prior  to  such  dis¬ 
approval  by  the  Secretary. 

§  .75  Effective  time. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  or  any 
amendment  thereto,  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  at  such  time  as  the  Secretary  may 
declare  and  shall  continue  in  force  until 
terminated  in  one  of  the  ways  specified 
in  this  subpart. 

§  .76  Termination. 

(a)  The  Secretary  shall,  whenever  he 
finds  that  any  or  all  provisions  of  this 
subpart  obstruct  or  do  not  tend  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act,  ter¬ 
minate  or  suspend  the  operation  of  this 
subpart  of  such  provision  thereof. 

(b)  The  Secretary  shall  terminate  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart  at  the  end  of 
the  then  current  fiscal  period  whenever 
he  finds  that  such  termination  is  favored 
by  a  majority  of  the  producers  who,  dur¬ 
ing  a  representative  period  determined 
by  the  Secretary,  have  been  engaged  in 
the  production  for  market  of  carrots 
within  the  production  area:  Provided, 
That  such  majority  has  during  such  rep¬ 
resentative  period,  produced  for  market 
more  than  50  percent  of  the  volume  of 
such  carrots  produced  for  market. 

(c^  ’The  provisions  for  this  subpart 
shall,  in  any  event,  terminate  whenever 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  authorizing 
them  cease  to  be  in  effect. 

§  .77  Proceedings  after  termination. 

(a)  Upon  the  termination  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  subpart  the  then  fimc- 
tioning  members  of  the  committee  shall 
continue  as  joint  trustees  for  the  purpose 
of  settling  the  affairs  of  the  committee 
by  liquidating  all  funds  and  property 
then  in  the  possession  of  or  under  con¬ 
trol  of  the  committee,  including  claims 
for  any  funds  unpaid  or  property  not  de¬ 
livered  at  the  time  of  such  termination. 
Action  by  said  trusteeship  shall  require 
the  concurrence  of  a  majority  of  the 
said  trustees. 

(b)  The  said  trustees  shall  continue 
in  such  capacity  until  discharged  by  the 
Secretary;  shall,  from  time  to  time,  ac¬ 
count  for  all  receipts  and  disbursements 
and  deliver  all  property  on  hand,  to¬ 
gether  with  all  books  and  records  of  the 
committee  and  of  the  trustees,  to  such 
persons  as  the  Secretary  may  direct ;  and 
shall,  upon  request  of  the  Secretary,  ex¬ 
ecute  such  assignments  or  other  instru¬ 
ments  necessary  or  appropriate  to  vest 
in  such  persons  full  title  and  right  to  all 
of  the  funds,  property,  and  claims  vested 
in  the  committee  or  the  trustees  pursu¬ 
ant  to  this  subpart. 

(c)  Any  person  to  whom  funds,  prop¬ 
erty,  or  claims  have  been  transferred  or 
delivered  by  the  committee  or  its  mem¬ 
bers,  pursuant  to  this  section,  shall  be 
subject  to  the  same  obligations  imposed 
upon  the  members  of  the  committee 
and  upon  the  said  trustees. 

§  .78  Effect  of  termination  or  amend¬ 
ments. 

Unless  otherwise  expressly  provided  by 
the  Secretary,  the  termination  of  this 
subpart  or  of  any  regulation  issued  pur- 
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suant  to  this  subpart,  or  the  issuance  of 
any  amendments  to  either  thereof,  shall 
not  (a)  affect  or  waive  any  right,  duty, 
obligation,  or  liability  which  shall  have 
arisen  or  which  may  thereafter  arise  in 
connection  with  any  provision  of  this 
subpart  or  any  regulation  issued  under 
this  subpart,  or  (b)  release  or  extinguish 
any  violation  of  this  subpart  or  any  regu¬ 
lation  issued  under  this  subpart,  or  (c) 
affect  or  impair  any  rights  or  remedies 
of  the  Secretary  or  of  any  other  person 
with  respect  to  any  such  violation. 

§  .79  Durution  of  imiiiunilies. 

The  benefits,  privileges,  and  immuni¬ 
ties  conferred  upon  any  person  by  virtue 
of  this  subpart  shall  cease  upon  the  ter¬ 
mination  of  this  subpart,  except  with 
respect  to  acts  done  under  and  during 
the  existence  of  this  subpart. 

§  .80  .4gent$. 

The  Secretary  may,  by  designation  in 
writing,  name  any  person,  incuding  any 
officer  or  employee  of  the  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  to  act  as  his  agent 
or  representative  in  connection  with  any 
of  the  provisions  of  this  subpart. 

§  .81  Derogation. 

Nothing  contained  in  this  subpart  is, 
or  shall  be  construed  to  be,  in  derogation 
or  in  modification  of  the  rights  of  the 
Secretary  or  of  the  United  States  to 
exercise  any  powers  granted  by  the  act 
or  otherwise,  or,  in  accordance  with  such 
powers,  to  act  in  the  premises  whenever 
such  action  is  deemed  advisable. 

§  .82  Pi‘rM)naI  liability. 

No  member  or  alternate  member  of  the 
committee  nor  any  employee  or  agent 
thereof,  shall  be  held  personally  respon¬ 
sible,  either  individually  or  jointly  with 
others  in  any  way  whatever,  to  any  han¬ 
dler  or  to  any  person  for  errors  in  judg¬ 
ment  mistakes,  or  other  acts,  either  of 
commission  or  omission,  as  such  member, 
alternate,  agent,  or  employee,  except  for 
acts  of  dishonesty,  willful  misconduct,  or 
gross  negligence. 

§  .83  .Separability. 

If  any  provision  of  this  subpart  is  de¬ 
clared  invalid,  or  the  applicability  there¬ 
of  to  any  person,  circumstance,  or  thing 
is  held  invalid,  the  validity  of  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  this  subpart,  or  the  applica¬ 
bility  thereof  to  any  other  person,  cir¬ 
cumstance,  or  tiling,  shall  not  be  affected 
thereby, 

§  .84-  Amendments. 

Amendments  to  this  subpart  may  be 
proposed  from  time  to  time,  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  or  by  the  Secretary. 

§  .83  (Counterparts. 

Tliis  agreement  may  be  executed  in 
multiple  counterparts  and  when  one 
counterpart  is  signed  by  the  Secretary, 
all  such  counterparts  shall  constitute, 
when  taken  together,  one  and  the  same 


instrument  as  if  all  signatures  were  con¬ 
tained  in  one  original.* 

§  .86  Additional  parties. 

After  the  effective  date  hereof,  any 
handler  may  become  a  part  to  this  agree¬ 
ment  if  a  counterpart  is  executed  by  him 
and  delivered  to  the  Secretary.  This 
agreement  shall  take  effect  as  to  such 
new  contracting  party  at  the  time  such 
counterpart  is  delivered  to  the  Secretary, 
and  the  benefits,  privileges,  and  immuni¬ 
ties  conferred  by  this  agreement  shall 
then  be  effective  as  to  such  new  contract¬ 
ing  party.' 

§  .87  Order  witb  market ing  agreemenl. 

Each  signatory  handler  hereby  re¬ 
quests  the  Secretary  to  issue,  pursuant  to 
the  Act,  an  order  providing  for  regulating 
the  handling  of  carrots  in  the  same  man¬ 
ner  as  is  provided  for  in  this  agreement.* 
Additional  copies  of  this  notice  may  be 
obtained  from: 

The  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  AMS, 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture.  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20250,  or  from  “Marketing  Field 
Office.  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  AMS, 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture”  at  any  of 
the  following  addresses: 

Florida  Citrus  Mutual  Building,  Rooms  202- 
204,  302  South  Massachusetts  Avenue,  P.O. 
Box  9,  Lakeland,  Fla.  33802. 

320  N.  Main  Street,  room  A-103,  McAllen,  Tex. 
78501. 

New  Customhouse,  room  365,  721  19th  Street, 
Denver,  Colo.  80202. 

417  South  Hill  Street,  Suite  900-B,  Los  Ange¬ 
les.  Calif.  90013. 

1130  “O"  Street,  Room  3114,  Fresno,  Calif. 
93721. 

P.O.  Box  255507,  Sacramento.  Calif.  95825. 

630  Sansome  Street,  room  837,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  94111.  / 

•Suite  805  Boise  Cascade  Bldg.,  1600  SW.  4th 
Ave.,  Portland,  Oreg.  97201. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  No¬ 
vember  30, 1977, 

Barbara  Lindemann  Schlei, 
Administrator. 
|FR  Doc.77-34823  Filed  12-6-77;8:45  am] 


[ 6355-01  ] 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

[  16  CFR  Part  1402  ] 

CB  BASE  STATION  ANTENNAS,  TV  AN¬ 
TENNAS,  AND  SUPPORTING  STRUCTURES 

Proposed  Warning  and  Instructioris  Re¬ 
quirements — Extension  of  Comment  Pe¬ 
riod 

AGENCY :  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission. 

ACTION :  Extension  of  comment  period. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  extends 
the  time  during  which  comments  may  be 
submitted  on  its  proposed  warning  and 
instructions  requirements  for  CB  base 
station  antennas,  TV  antennas,  and 
their  supporting  structures  from  Decem¬ 
ber  1,  1977,  to  December  21,  1977.  This 


1  Applicable  only  to  the  proposed  marketing 
agreement. 


action  is  being  taken  at  the  request  of 
the  Electronic  Industries  Association,  a 
trade  association  of  domestic  manufac¬ 
turers  of  electronic  equipment,  who 
stated  that  the  extra  time  was  needed  to 
prepare  comments. 

DATES :  Comments  should  be  received  by 
December  21, 1977. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  sent  to 
the  Office  of  tlie  Secretary,  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 20207. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Carl  W.  Blechschmidt,  Office  of  Pro¬ 
gram  Management,  Consumer  Prod¬ 
uct  Safety  Commission.  Washington, 

D.C.  20207,  phone:  301-492-6557. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
In  the  Federal  Register  of  November  1, 
1977,  (42  FR  57134)  the  Commission  pub¬ 
lished  proposed  16  CFR  Part  1402,  which 
would  require  manufacturers  of  ( 1 )  Citi¬ 
zens  Band  (CB)  base  station  antennas, 
(2)  outside  television  (TV)  antennas, 
and  (3)  antenna  supporting  structures 
to  give  information  to  prospective  pur¬ 
chasers  of  these  products  at  the  time  of 
original  purchase  and  to  the  first  pur¬ 
chaser  of  these  products  for  purposes 
other  than  resale.  The  information  to 
be  provided  consists  of  instructions  on 
how  to  avoid  the  hazard  of  contacting 
electric  power  lines  with  the  antenna  or 
supporting  structure  while  putting  it  up 
or  taking  it  down,  labels  on  the  antennas 
and  supporting  structures  warning  of 
this  hazard  and  referring  the  reader  to 
the  instructions,  and  statements  on  the 
packaging  or  parts  container,  and  at  the 
beginning  of  the  instructions,  warning  of 
this  hazard  and  referring  the  reader  to 
the  instructions.  Samples  of  the  instruc¬ 
tions.  labels,  and  warning  statements 
w'ould  also  be  provided  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion. 

The  proposal  solicited  public  comment 
for  a  period  of  30  days  (until  December 
1,  1977). 

By  a  letter  dated  November  2,  1977, 
the  Electronic  Industries  Association 
(EIA)  requested  that  the  comment  pe¬ 
riod  be  extended  by  an  additional  30  days 
in  order  to  allow  EIA  to  produce  some 
measure  of  industry  consensus  and  pre¬ 
pare  its  comments  on  such  aspects  of  the 
proposal  as  warning  label  permanence 
and  legibility,  economic  impact  of  in¬ 
ventory  rework,  safety  practices  suitable 
for  consumer  application,  instruction 
material  content  and  format,  and  dis¬ 
tributor  and  dealer  education. 

EIA  is  a  trade  association  represent¬ 
ing  many  of  the  manufacturers  that 
would  be  affected  by  the  proposed  rule 
and  has  worked  with  the  Commission’s 
staff  during  the  formulation  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule.  After  further  communica¬ 
tion  with  EIA,  the  Commission  has  de¬ 
cided  to  extend  the  comment  by  20  days, 
until  December  21.  1977. 
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Therefore,  interested  persons  may 
submit  written  comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  until  December  21,  1977. 
Comments  received  after  that  date  will 
be  considered  if  practicable.  Comments 
and  any  accompanying  data  or  material 
should  be  submitted,  preferably  in  5 
copies,  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20207.  Comments  may 
be  supported  by  a  memorandum  or  brief. 
Any  comments  may  be  seen  in  the  Office 
of  the  Secretary,  1111  18th  Street  NW., 
Third  Floor,  Washington,  D.C.  20207. 

Dated:  November  30,  1977. 

Richard  E.  Rapps, 

Secretary, 

Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.77-34817  Filed  12-5-77;8:45  ami 

[ 1505-01  ] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[  21  CFR  Parts  601,  610,  and  650  ] 
[Docket  No.  76N-O4801 
SKIN  TEST  ANTIGENS 

Proposed  Implementation  of  Efficacy 
Review 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-28050  appearing  at  page 
52674  in  the  issue  for  Friday,  September 
30,  1977,  make  the  following  corrections; 

1.  On  page  52675,  in  the  first  column, 
in  the  hst  of  submissions  by  firms,  in 
the  entry  for  “Institut  Merieux,”  in  the 
second  line,  "Lederle  Laboratories” 
should  begin  a  new  entry, 

2.  On  page  52687,  in  the  third  column, 
in  the  list  of  references,  reference  3 
should  have  read: 

(3)  BER  Volume  5001.i 

3.  On  page  52697,  in  the  first  column, 
in  the  last  paragraph  “(2)  Purity.”  in 
the  second  line,  “$.02”  should  read 
“0.02”, 

4.  On  page  52697,  in  the  middle  col¬ 
umn,  the  center  heading  “Trichinella 
Extract  General  Statement”,  should  have 
read  “Trichinella  Extract  Generic  State¬ 
ment”. 

5.  On  page  52699,  in  the  third  column, 
in  the  first  paragraph,  the  fifth  line 
reading  “persons.  At  the  present  time  in 
the”,  should  be  moved  up  and  inserted 
between  the  third  and  fourth  lines. 

6.  On  page  52700,  in  the  first  column, 
in  the  second  full  paragraph,  the  first 
line  now  reading  "Specifically  is  inti¬ 
mately  •  •  *  "  should  begin  “Specificity  is 
intimately  •  * 

7.  On  page  52706,  in  the  first  column, 
in  paragraph  “(2)  Measurement.” ,  in  the 
third  line,  insert  the  word  “other”  be¬ 
fore  “tuberculins”. 

8.  On  page  52706,  in  the  middle  column, 
the  third  paragraph  “(i)  Test  material.” 
should  be  designated  “(ii)  Test  mate¬ 
rial.”. 


9.  On  page  52712,  in  the  first  column 
there  are  two  paragraphs  designated 
(46).  The  first  line  of  the  first  para¬ 
graph  (46)  should  be  redesignated  and 
corrected  as  follows : 

(45)  Seibert,  F.  B.  “History  of  the  Devel — ” 

10.  On  page  52714,  in  the  third 
column,  in  the  8th  line  from  the  top, 
the  word  “sides”  should  be  “studies”. 

11.  On  page  52716,  in  the  first  column, 
in  the  third  paragraph  beneath  the  head¬ 
ing  “Tuberculin,  PPD  (Mantoux)  by 
Connaught”,  in  the  20th  line,  “(Tween- 
80R)”,  should  read  “(Tween-80**)”. 

12.  On  page  52721,  in  the  third  column, 
in  paragraph  “3.”,  in  the  second  line 
"610.1”  should  read  “610.12”. 

[ 4830-01 ] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Internal  Revenue  Service 
[  26  CFR  Part  1  ] 

[LR-70-771 
INCOME  TAX 

Refundings  of  Industrial  Development 
Bonds 

AGENCY;  Internal  Revenue  Service, 
Treasury, 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY;  This  document  contains 
proposed  regulations  relating  to  refund¬ 
ings  of  industrial  development  bonds. 
The  regulations  are  intended  to  clarify 
the  treatment  of  refunding  issues  under 
the  provisions  governing  industrial  de¬ 
velopment  bonds.  They  affect  purchasers 
and  governmental  issuers  of  tax-exempt 
bonds. 

DATES:  Written  comments  and  requests 
for  a  public  hearing  must  be  delivered  or 
mailed  by  January  20, 1978.  The  proposed 
regulations  apply  generally  to  issues  is¬ 
sued  after  .5  p.m.  e.s.t.  on  November  4, 
1977.  For  certain  issues  specified  in  the 
regulations,  however,  the  proposed  reg¬ 
ulations  apply  to  issues  issued  after  De¬ 
cember  1, 1977. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  and  requests 
for  a  public  hearing  to :  Commissioner  of 
Internal  Revenue,  Attention:  CC;LR;T 
(LR-70-77) ,  Washington,  D  C.  20224. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

David  Dolan  of  the  Legislation  and 
Regulations  Division,  Office  of  Chief 
Counsel,  Internal  Revenue  Service, 
nil  Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20224,  Attention;  CC: 
LR:T,  202-566-3803  not  a  toll-free  call. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

This  document  contains  proposed 
amendments  to  the  Income  Tax  Reg¬ 
ulations  (26  CFR  Part  1)  under  section 
103  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954. 
These  amendments  are  proposed  to  clar¬ 


ify  the  regulations  and  are  to  be  issued 
under  the  authority  contained  in  sec¬ 
tion  7805  of  tre  Internal  Revenue  Code 
of  1954  (68A  Stat.  917;  26  U.S.C.  7805). 

Advance  Refundings 

Section  103(a)(1)  provides  that  gross 
income  does  not  include  interest  on  obli¬ 
gations  of  a  State  or  local  government. 
Under  section  103(b),  however,  the  gen¬ 
eral  rule  of  section  103(a)(1)  does  not 
apply  to  interest  on  an  issue  of  industrial 
development  bonds  unless  the  proceeds  of 
such  an  issue  are  used  for  a  purpose 
specified  in  section  103(b)  (4),  (5),  or 
(6)  and  certain  other  requirements  are 
satisfied. 

Section  1.103-7(d)  of  the  regulations 
provides  guidance  for  determining 
whether  an  issue  of  refunding  bonds  is 
an  issue  of  industrial  development  bonds 
and,  if  so,  whether  a  refunding  issue 
satisfies  the  requirements  of  section  103 
(b)  (4),  (5),  or  (6).  Those  rules  do  not, 
however,  specify  the  extent  to  which 
they  are  applicable  to  advance  refund¬ 
ing  issues.  Accordingly,  the  proposed 
regulations  w’ould  clarify  the  treatment 
of  advance  refunding  issues  under  sec¬ 
tion  103(b). 

For  purposes  of  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tions,  advance  refunding  issues  are  those 
which  are  issued  more  than  180  days  be¬ 
fore  the  prior  issue  is  redeemed.  Under 
the  proposed  regulations,  if  the  proceeds 
of  an  advance  refunding  issue  are  used 
to  redeem  an  issue  of  industrial  develop¬ 
ment  bonds  and  the  refunding  issue  is 
itself  considered  to  be  an  issue  of  indus¬ 
trial  development  bonds,  interest  on  the 
refunding  issue  is  not  exempt,  regardless 
of  whether  the  prior  issue  satisfied  the 
requirements  of  section  103(b)  (4),  (5), 
or  (6).  If  the  proceeds  of  an  advance  re¬ 
funding  or  other  refunding  issue  are- 
used  to  redeem  obligations  which  were 
issued  before  the  effective  date  of  sec¬ 
tion  103(b)  (May  1,  1968,  or  January  1, 
1969,  if  the  transitional  rules  of  §  1.103- 
12  are  applicable)  and  which  would  be 
industrial  development  bonds  had  they 
been  issued  after  the  effective  date  of 
section  103(b),  interest  on  the  issue  is 
exempt  only  if  the  refunding  issue  ma¬ 
tures  no  later  than  the  prior  issue. 

The  proposed  regulations  would  also 
provide  guidance  regarding  the  treat¬ 
ment  of  multipurpose  issues.  Multipur¬ 
pose  issues  are  those  the  proceeds  of 
which  are  used  for  purposes  other  than 
to  redeem  a  single  prior  issue. 

Comments  and  Requests  for  a 
Public  Hearing 

Before  adopting  these  proposed  regu¬ 
lations,  consideration  will  be  given  to 
any  written  comments  that  are  submit¬ 
ted  (preferably  six  copies)  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Internal  Revenue.  All  com¬ 
ments  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  and  copying.  A  public  hearing 
will  be  held  upon  written  request  to  the 
Cjommissioner  by  any  person  who  has 
submitted  written  comments.  If  a  public 
hearing  is  held,  notice  of  the  time  and 
place  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 
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Draftinc  Information 

The  principal  author  of  these  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  was  David  Dolan  of 
the  Legislation  and  Regulations  Division 
of  the  OflQce  of  Chief  Counsel,  Internal 
Revenue  Service.  However,  personnel 
from  other  offices  of  the  Internal  Reve¬ 
nue  Service  and  Treasury  Department 
participated  in  developing  the  regula¬ 
tion,  both  on  matters  of  substance  and 
style. 

Proposed  Amendments  to  the  Regula¬ 
tions 

The  proposed  amendments  to  26  CPR 
Part  1  are  as  follows: 

Section  1.103-7  is  amended  by  adding 
two  new  sentences  at  the  end  of  para¬ 
graph  (d)(1)  and  adding  a  new  para¬ 
graph  (e)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.103—7  Industrial  development  bonds. 

•  *  *  •  * 

(d)  Refunding  obligations;  old  rules — 

(1)  General  rule.  *  *  *  TTiis  paragraph 
does  not  apply  to  refimding  issues  to 
which  paragraph  (e)  applies.  See  para¬ 
graph  (e)  (8). 

(e)  Refunding  obligations;  new  rules — 

(1)  Treatment  as  industrial  development 
bonds.  A  refunding  issue  satisfies  the 
trade  or  business  test  of  section  103(b) 

(2)  (A)  if  the  prior  issue  satisfied  the 
trade  or  business  test.  If  the  refimding 
issue  also  satisfies  the  security  interest 
test  of  section  103(b)  (2)  (B) ,  the  refund¬ 
ing  issue  is  an  issue  of  industrial  de¬ 
velopment  bends. 

(2)  Special  transitional  rule,  (i)  Not¬ 
withstanding  paragrafdi  (e)(1),  a  re¬ 
funding  issue  is  not  an  issue  of  industrial 
development  bonds  if — 

(A)  The  prior  issue  was  issued  before 
the  effective  date*  of  section  103(b) 
(May  1,  1968,  or  January  1,  1969,  if  the 
transitional  rules  of  §  1.103-12  are  ap¬ 
plicable)  :  and 

(B)  The  refunding  issue  matures  no 
later  than  the  prior  issue. 

(ii)  For  purposes  of  paragraph  (e)  (2) 
(i)  (B),  if  portions  of  the  prior  issue  ma¬ 
ture  on  different  dates,  corresponding 
portions  of  the  refunding  issue  must  ma¬ 
ture  on  or  before  each  such  maturity 
date.  Thus,  for  example,  if  one  half  of 
the  prior  issue  matures  on  January  1, 
1980,  and  the  other  half  matures  on 
January  1,  1985,  then  one  half  of  the  re¬ 
funding  issue  must  mature  on  or  before 
January  1,  1980,  and  the  other  half  must 
mature  on  or  before  January  1, 1985. 

(iii)  A  portion  of  an  issue  is  deemed  to 
mature  at  the  time  a  mandatory  sinking 
fund  redemption  is  made. 

<iv)  The  Lssuer  may  treat  particular 
obligations  which  are  part  of  a  multi¬ 
purpose  issue  (defined  in  paragraph  (e) 
(7)(i))  as  used  to  refund  particular 
prior  issues.  See  example  (5)  of  para¬ 
graph  (e)(9). 

(3)  Exempt  facilities.  In  general,  the 
proceeds  of  a  refunding  issue  are  used  to 
provide  an  exempt  facility  (within  the 
meaning  of  section  103(b)(4))  if  sub¬ 
stantially  all  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
prior  issue  were  used  to  provide  an  ex¬ 
empt  facility.  However;  the  proceeds  of 


a  refunding  issue  are  not  used  to  provide 
an  exempt  facility  if  the  refunding  issue 
is  issued  more  than  180  days  before  the 
prior  issue  is  redeemed. 

(4)  Industrial  parks.  In  general,  the 
proceeds  of  a  refunding  issue  are  used  to 
acquire  or  develop  land  as  the  site  for  an 
industrial  park  (within  the  meaning  of 
section  103(b)  (5) )  if  substantially  all  of 
the  proceeds  of  the  prior  issue  were  used 
for  such  acquisition  or  development. 
However,  the  proceeds  of  a  refunding  is¬ 
sue  are  not  used  for  such  acquisition  or 
development  if  the  refunding  issue  is  is¬ 
sued  more  than  180  days  before  the  prior 
issue  is  redeemed. 

(5)  Small  issues,  The  proceeds  of  a  re¬ 
funding  issue  are  not  used  as  described 
in  section  103(b)  (6)  (A)  (i)  or  (ii)  if  the 
refunding  issue  is  issued  more  than  180 
days  before  the  prior  issue  is  redeemed. 

(6)  Definitions,  (i)  A  refunding  issue 
is  an  issue  the  proceeds  of  which  are 
used  to  pay  principal,  interest,  or  call 
premium  on  another  issue  (the  “prior 
issue”)  or  reasonable  incidental  costs 
of  the  refunding  ie.g.,  legal  and  account¬ 
ing  fees,  printing  costs,  and  rating  fees) . 
An  issue  is  not  a  refunding  issue  for 
purposes  of  this  paragraph  if  the  prior 
issue  had  a  term  of  less  than  three  years 
and  was  sold  in  anticipation  of  perma¬ 
nent  financing.  However,  the  aggregate 
term  of  all  issues  sold  in  anticipation  of 
the  permanent  financing  may  not  exceed 
three  years. 

(ii)  An  issue  is  redeemed  at  the  time 
interest  ceases  to  accrue  on  the  issue. 

(7)  Multipurpose  issues,  (i)  For  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  paragraph,  the  term  “multi¬ 
purpose  issue”  means  an  issue  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  which  are  used — 

(A)  To  refund  two  or  more  prior  issues, 
or 

(B)  To  refund  one  or  more  prior  issues 
and  also  for  other  purposes  (e.g.,  to  pro¬ 
vide  additional  facilities  or  working 
capital) . 

(ii)  The  portion  of  a  multipurpose 
issued  used  to  refund  each  prior  issue  is 
treated  as  a  separate  refunding  issue  for 
purposes  of  this  paragraph.  Any  remain¬ 
ing  portion  of  the  multipurpose  issue  is 
treated  as  a  separate  issue  for  purposes 
of  section  103(b) . 

(8)  Effective  dates,  (i)  Except  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  paragraph  (e)  (8)  (ii) ,  this  para¬ 
graph  applies  to  refunding  issues  issued 
after  5:00  p.m.  EST  on  November  4, 
1977. 

(ii)  This  paragraph  does  not  apply  to 
a  refunding  issue  issued  on  or  before 
December  15,  1977,  if  substantially  all  of 
the  proceeds  of  the  prior  issue  were  used 
to  provide  residential  real  property  for 
family  units  within  the  meaning  of  sec¬ 
tion  103(b) (4) (A). 

(9)  Examples.  The  following  examples 
illustrate  the  application  of  this  para¬ 
graph  : 

Example  (I).  On  February  1,  1975,  State 
A  Issued  $20  million  of  20-year  revenue 
bonds.  The  bond  proceeds  were  used  to  con¬ 
struct  a  sports  stadium  owned  and  operated 
by  X.  a  nonexempt  person,  for  use  by  the 
general  public.  The  revenues  derived  from 
the  sports  stadium  secured  payment  of  the 
principal  and  Interest  op  the  bonds.  On  Jan¬ 


uary  1.  1980,  State  A  Issues  $15  million  of 
20-year  refunding  bonds  at  par.  On  Febru¬ 
ary  1,  1980,  State  A  uses  $14.5  million  of 
proceeds  to  redeem  the  outstanding  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  the  prior  Issue.  The  remain¬ 
ing  $.5  million  of  proceeds  Is  used  solely  to 
pay  call  premium  and  reasonable  Incidental 
costs  of  the  refunding.  The  sports  stadium 
revenues  secure  payment  of  the  principal  and 
Interest  on  the  refunding  issue.  Because  the 
prior  Issue  satisfied  the  trade  or  business  test 
of  section  103(b)(2)(A),  under  paragraph 
(e)  (1)  the  refunding  Issue  also  satisfies  that 
test.  In  addition,  the  refunding  issue  satis¬ 
fies  the  security  Interest  test.  Accordingly, 
the  refunding  obligations  are  industrial  de¬ 
velopment  bonds.  Since,  however,  substan¬ 
tially  all  of  the  proceeds  of  the  original  Issue 
were  used  to  provide  an  exempt  sports  fa¬ 
cility  within  the  meaning  of  section  103(b) 
(4)(B).  under  paragraph  (e)(3)  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  the  refunding  Issue  are  used  to 
provide  an  exempt  facility.  As  a  result,  sec¬ 
tion  103(b)  (1)  does  not  apply  to  the  refund¬ 
ing  Issue.  , 

Example  (2).  The  facts  are  the  same  as 
In  example  (1),  except  that  the  prior  issue 
Is  not  callable  until  February  1,  1985.  During 
the  period  when  both  the  refunding  and 
prior  Issues  are  outstanding,  the  proceeds  of 
the  refunding  Issue  are  Invested  In  United 
States  Treasury  obligations.  The  Interest 
earned  on  the  Treasury  obligations  is  used 
to  pay  debt  service  on  the  prior  issue.  Be¬ 
cause  the  prior  issue  satisfied  the  trade  or 
business  test  of  section  103(b)  (2)  (A),  under 
paragraph  (e)(1)  the  refunding  issue  also 
satisfies  that  test.  In  addition,  the  refund¬ 
ing  issue  satisfies  the  security  Interest  test 
of  section  103(b)(2)(B),  since  the  revenues 
from  the  sports  stadium  will  be  used  to  pay 
the  debt  service  on  the  refunding  issue.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  refunding  bonds  are  industrial 
development  bonds.  Since  the  refunding  issue 
is  issued  more  than  180  days  before  the 
prior  issue  is  redeemed,  the  proceeds  of  the 
refunding  issue  are  not  considered  under 
paragraph  (e)  (3)  to  be  used  to  provide  an 
exempt  facility.  As  a  result,  section  103(b) 
(1)  applies  to  the  refunding  issue,  and  in¬ 
terest  on  the  refunding  issue  is  included  in 
gross  income. 

Example  (3).  The  facts  are  the  same  as  in 
example  (2),  except  that  interest  earned  on 
the  Treasury  obligations  is  used  to  pay  debt 
service  on  the  refunding  issue  until  the  prior 
issue  is  redeemed.  The  sports  stadium  reve¬ 
nues  are  used  to  pay  debt  service  on  the  re¬ 
funding  issue  beginning  on  February  1,  1985 
(the  date  of  redemption),  rather  than  on 
January  1,  1980  (the  date  of  issuance).  The 
refunding  issue  satisfies  the  security  inter¬ 
est  test  because  the  sports  stadium  revenues 
will  be  used  to  pay  debt  service  on  the  re¬ 
funding  issue  after  the  prior  issue  is  re¬ 
deemed.  Accordingly,  the  result  is  the  same 
as  in  example  (2) . 

Example  (4).  On  January  1,  1965  (before 
the  effective  date  of  section  103(b)),  city  B 
issued  $10  million  of  30-year  revenue  bonds. 
The  bond  proceeds  were  used  to  construct 
a  manufacturing  facility  for  corporation  Y, 
a  nonexempt  person.  Lease  payments  by  Y 
secured  payment  of  the  principal  and  inter¬ 
est  on  the  bonds.  On  January  1,  1978,  B  is¬ 
sues  $7  million  of  refunding  bonds  which 
mature  on  January  1,  2(X)5.  On  April  1,  1978, 
the  proceeds  of  the  refunding  issue  are  used 
to  redeem  the  outstanding  principal  amount 
of  the  prior  issue.  The  lea.se  payments  by  Y 
secure  payment  of  the  principal  and  interest 
on  the  refunding  Lssue.  Because  the  refund¬ 
ing  issue  matures  later  than  the  prior  issue, 
the  special  transitional  rule  of  paragraph 
(e)  (2)  does  not  apply.  Moreover,  the  re¬ 
funding  issue  is  treated  as  an  issue  of  indus¬ 
trial  development  bonds  under  paragraph  (e) 
(1).  Since  the  proceeds  of  the  prior  issue 
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were  not  used  to  provide  an  exempt  facility 
described  In  section  103(b)(4)  or  to  acquire 
or  develop  land  as  the  site  for  an  Industrial 
park  described  In  section  103(b)(5),  Inter¬ 
est  on  the  refunding  Issue  is  Included  In 
gross  Income. 

Example  (5).  (a)  On  January  1.  1968.  state 
D  Issued  $20  million  of  20-year  revenue 
bonds  to  construct  an  office  building.  The 
office  building  is  leaded  to  and  operated  by 
Y,  a  nonexempt  person.  Lease  payments  by 
Y  secured  the  payment  of  principal  and  in¬ 
terest  on  the  bonds.  One  million  dollars  In 
principal  amount  of  the  1968  Issue  matures 
on  January  1  of  each  year  1969  to  1988. 

(b)  On  January  1,  1970.  state  D  issued  $15 
million  of  20-year  revenue  bonds  to  con¬ 
struct  a  sports  stadium.  The  sports  stadium 
is  owned  and  operated  by  Y  for  use  by  the 
general  public.  The  revenues  derived  from 
the  snorts  stadium  secxired  the  payment  of 
principal  and  Interest  on  the  1970  Issue. 

(c)  On  February  1,  1978,  State  D  Issues  a 
$20.5  million  multipurpose  Issue  at  par.  The 
payment  of  principal  and  Interest  on  the 
multipurpose  I'-sue  is  secured  by  lease  pay¬ 
ments  by  Y  and  by  revenues  derived  from  the 
sports  stadium.  The  1978  Issue  matures  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  following  schedule; 


January  1,  1979 _  $850.  000 

January  1.  1980 _  850,000 

January  1,  1981 _  850,000 

January  1,  1982 _  850,000 

January  1.  1983 _  850,000 

January  1,  1984 _  8.50,000 

January  1.  1985 _  850,  000 

January  1,  1986 _  850,  000 

January  1,  1987 _  850.  000 

January  1,  1988 _  850,  000 

after  January  1,  1988 _  12,000,000 


On  March  1.  1978,  State  D  uses  $12  million 
of  the  proceeds  of  the  multipurpose  Issue  to 
redeem  the  outstanding  principal  amount  of 
the  1970  Issue.  State  D  uses  the  remaining 
$8.5  million  of  proceeds  to  pay  principal  on 
the  1968  Issue  as  It  comes  due. 

(d)  Under  paragraph  (e)(7),  the  multi¬ 
purpose  issue  is  treated  as  two  separate  Is¬ 
sues — one  $12  million  refunding  Issue  and 
one  $8.5  million  refunding  Issue.  Under  para¬ 
graph  (e)  (2)  (iv),  state  D  treats  the  $8.5  mil¬ 
lion  refunding  issue  as  having  the  following 
maturities: 


January  1,  1979 _ $850,000 

January  1,  1980 _  850,  000 

January  1,  1981 _  850,000 

January  1,  1982 _  850,000 

January  1,  1983 _  850,  000 

January  1,  1984 _  850,000 

January  1,  1985 _  850,000 

January  1,  1986 _  850,  000 

January  1,  1987 _  850,000 

January  1,  1988 _  850,  000 


(e)  Under  paragraph  (e)(1),  the  $12  mil¬ 
lion  refunding  issue  satisfies  the  trade  or 
busines,^  test  since  the  prior  Issue  satisfied 
that  test.  Because  the  $12  million  refunding 
Issue  also  satisfies  the  security  Interest  test, 
it  Is  an  issue  of  industrial  development 


bonds.  However,  since  substantially  all  of 
the  proceeds  of  the  1970  Issue  was  used  to 
provide  an  exempt  sports  facility  within  the 
meaning  of  section  103(b)(4)(B),  under 
paragraph  (e)  (3)  the  proceeds  of  the  $12 
million  refunding  Issue  are  used  to  provide 
an  exempt  facility. 

(f)  One  tenth  of  the  1968  Issue  (disregard¬ 
ing  the  portion  of  the  issue  retired  before 
February  1,  1978)  matures  on  January  1  of 
each  year  1979  to  1988.  Because  one  tenth 
of  the  $8.5  million  refunding  issue  also  ma¬ 
tures  on  January  1  of  each  year  1979  to  1988. 
the  $8.5  million  refunding  Issue  satisfies  the 
requirement  In  paragraph  (e)(2)  (11).  Be¬ 
cause  the  requirements  In  paragraph  (e)  (2) 
(1)  are  also  satisfied,  the  $8.5  million  refund¬ 
ing  Issue  Is  not  treated  as  an  issue  of  Indus¬ 
trial  development  bonds. 

(g)  Section  103(b)(1)  does  not  apply  to 
any  portion  of  the  multipurpose  Issue. 

Example  (6).  On  January  1,  1993,  city  D 
Issues  $40  million  of  revenue  bonds  at  par. 
Of  the  $40  million  of  bond  proceeds,  $37 
million  is  used  to  refund  a  prior  issue  {i.e., 
to  pay  principal  and  interest  on  the  prior 
Issue,  call  premium,  and  reasonable  Inci¬ 
dental  costs  of  refunding).  The  remaining 
$3  million  Is  used  to  provide  working  capital 
to  corporation  X,  a  nonexempt  person.  Under 
paragraph  (e)(7),  the  Issue  of  revenue  bonds 
Is  a  multipurpose  Issue  and  Is  treated  as  two 
separate  Issues — a  $37  million  refunding 
Issue  and  a  $3  million  Issue  to  provide  work¬ 
ing  capital.  Assume  that  the  $3  million  Issue 
satisfies  the  security  Interest  test  of  section 
103(b)(2)(B).  Based  on  these  facts,  the  $3 
million  issue  Is  treated  as  an  Issue  of  Indus¬ 
trial  development  bonds  and  does  not  satisfy 
the  requirements  of  section  103(b)  (4),  (5), 
or  (6).  Accordingly,  section  103(b)(1)  ap¬ 
plies  to  the  $3  million  Issue. 

Example  (7).  On  January  1,  1967  (before 
the  effective  date  of  section  103(b)),  city  E 
Issued  $50  million  of  25-year  revenue  bonds. 
The  proceeds  of  the  1967  Issue  were  used  to 
provide  a  manufacturing  facility  for  use  by 
corporation  Z,  a  nonexempt  person  and  the 
1967  issue  therefore  satisfied  the  trade  or 
business  test  of  section  103(b)(2)(A).  On 
January  1,  1978,  city  E  Issues  $40  million  of 
14-year  revenue  bonds  to  refund  the  1967 
Issue.  Under  paragraph  (e)  (1),  the  1978  Issue 
satisfies  the  trade  or  business  test  of  section 
103(b)  (2)  (A) .  However,  the  1978  Issue  is  not 
treated  as  an  issue  of  industrial  development 
bonds.  (See  paragraph  (e)(2).)  On  January 
1,  1980,  city  E  Issues  $38  million  of  12-year 
revenue  bonds  to  refund  the  1978  issue. 
Under  paragraph  (e)(1),  the  1980  Issue  satis¬ 
fies  the  trade  or  business  test  of  section  103 
(b)(2)(A).  Assume  that  the  1980  Issue  also 
satisfies  the  security  interest  test  of  section 
103(b)(2)(B).  Based  on  these  facts,  the 
transitional  rule  In  paragraph  (e)  (2)  does 
not  apply  to  the  1980  issue  because  the  1978 
issue  was  issued  after  the  effective  date  of 
section  103(b) .  Moreover,  the  proceeds  of  the 
1980  Issue  are  not  treated  under  paragraph 
(e)  (3)  or  (4)  as  used  to  provide  an  exempt 
facility  or  to  acquire  or  develop  land  as  the 


site  for  an  industrial  park.  Section  103(b)  (1) 
applies  to  the  1980  Issue,  and  interest  on  the 
1980  Issue  is  Included  in  gross  Income. 

Jerome  Kurtz, 

Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

IFR  Doc.77-34876  Filed  12-1-77:4:30  pm)’ 

[4510-26] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

[  29  CFR  Part  1904  ] 

ACCESS  TO  THE  LOG  OF  OCCUPATIONAL 
INJURIES  AND  ILLNESSES  TO  EMPLOY- 
EES  AND  THEIR  REPRESENTATIVES 

Additional  Comment  Period 

AGENCY :  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration,  Department  of 
Labor. 

ACTION:  Additional  time  to  comment 
on  proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  On  Tuesday,  October  18, 
1977,  a  proposed  rule  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (42  FR  55623),  on 
which  the  agency  requested  comments 
no  later  than  November  17,  1977.  We 
have  received  a  written  request,  and  some 
informal  petitions,  f6r  an  additional 
comment  pieriod.  In  response  to  these 
requests,  we  believe  that  an  additional 
period  of  15  days  from  publication  of 
this  notice  is  reasonable  and  adequate 
to  permit  the  submission  of  additional 
views. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  submitted 
on  or  before  December  21,  1977. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  sent 
to:  Theodore  J.  Golonka,  Assistant  Com¬ 
missioner,  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Statistics,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor,  Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Norman  Root,  Chief,  Division  of  Rec¬ 
ord  Requirements  and  Information, 
Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor,  200  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210, 
telephone:  202-423-9281. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  28th 
day  of  November  1977. 

Eula  Bingham, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 
IFR  Doc.77-34640  Filed  12-5-77;8:45  am] 
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This  $«ction  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications  and  agency  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


[3410-02] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Federal  Groin  Inspection  Service 
GRAIN  STANDARDS 
Illinois  Groin  Inspection  Points 

Statement  of  considerations.  The  Il¬ 
linois  State  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture.  Springfield.  Ill.,  is  designated  to 
operate  as  an  official  agency  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
7(f)  of  the  U.S.  Grain  Standards  Act  (7 
U.S.C.  79(f)).  The  Illinois  State  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  has  been  pro¬ 
viding  official  inspection  service  for 
approximately  60  years  at  East  St. 
Louis.  Ill.,  as  a  designated  inspection 
point.  A  designated  inspection  point  is 
defined  as  a  city,  town,  or  other  loca¬ 
tion  assigned  under  the  regulations  to 
an  official  inspection  agency  for  the 
conduct  of  official  inspections,  and 
within  which  the  official  inspection 
agency,  or  one  or  more  of  its  licensed 
inspectors,  is  located  (7  CFR 
26.1(b)(13)). 

The  Illinois  State  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture  has  requested  that  its  desig¬ 
nation  be  amended  to  revoke  East  St, 
Louis,  Ill.,  as  a  designated  inspection 
point  and  to  add  Belleville,  Ill.,  as  a 
designated  inspection  point  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  section  26.99(b)  of  the  reg¬ 
ulations  (7  CFR  26.99(b)l.  Notwith¬ 
standing  the  revocation  of  East  St. 
Louis  as  a  designated  inspection  point, 
the  Illinois  State  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  proposes  to  continue  to  pro¬ 
vide  official  sampling  there. 

The  Illinois  State  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture  has  requested  these  amend¬ 
ments  of  assignment  because  of  a  lack 
of  adequate  security  at  the  present 
East  St.  Louis  inspection  facility. 

In  order  to  provide  for  the  continu¬ 
ation  of  inspection  services,  the  Illi¬ 
nois  State  Department  of  Agriculture 
designation  is  amended  to  revoke  East 
St.  Louis.  Ill.,  and  to  add  Belleville, 
Ill.,  as  a  designated  inspection  point  on 
a  temporary  basis  not  to  exceed  90 
days  or  final  determination  of  this 
matter. 

As  a  point  of  clarification,  it  should 
be  noted  that  the  U.S.  Grain  Stan¬ 
dards  Act  (7  U.S.C.  71  et  seq.),  herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  the  “Act”,  has 
been  amended  by  Pub.  L.  94-582,  effec¬ 
tive  November  20,  1976,  and  by  Pub.  L. 
95-113,  effective  October  1,  1977,  to 


extensively  modify  the  official  inspec¬ 
tion  system.  Under  the  amended  Act 
the  Administrator  of  the  Federal 
Grain  Inspection  Service  (FGIS),  upon 
application  by  any  State  or  local  gov¬ 
ernmental  agency,  or  person,  and  after 
conducting  investigations  and  other 
studies,  shall  designate  official  agen¬ 
cies  or  persons  to  provide  official  in¬ 
spection  services.  The  amended  Act 
further  provides  that  existing  agencies 
may  continue  to  operate  without  a 
designation  under  the  new  law  until 
the  Administrator  either  grants  or 
denies  such  designation  to  them  or 
sets  a  period  of  time  for  their  termina¬ 
tion,  not  to  exceed  2  years  from  No¬ 
vember  29,  1976, 

Accordingly,  the  present  amendment 
of  assigned  inspection  points  would,  if 
approved  by  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  not  alter  the  existing  designa¬ 
tion  of  the  applicant  as  an  official  in¬ 
spection  agency  which  continues  until 
the  Administrator  of  FGIS  either 
grants  or  denies  an  official  designation 
under  the  amended  Act  or  sets  a 
period  of  time  for  its  termination. 

Other  interested  persons  are  hereby 
given  opportunity  to  submit  written 
views  and  comments  with  respect  to 
this  matter. 

Note.— Section  7(f)  of  the  Act  (7  U.S.C. 
79(f))  generally  provides  that  not  more  than 
one  official  agency  shall  be  operative  at  one 
time  for  any  geographic  area  as  determined 
by  the  Administrator. 

All  views  and  comments  should  be 
submitted  in  writing  to  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250.  All  materials 
should  be  in  duplicate  and  mailed  to 
the  Hearing  Clerk  not  later  than  Jan¬ 
uary  5,  1978.  All  materials  submitted 
pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  during  reg¬ 
ular  business  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 
Consideration  will  be  given  to  the 
views  or  (x>mments  to  be  filed  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk  and  to  all  other  infor¬ 
mation  available  to  the  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  before  final  deter¬ 
mination  is  made  with  respect  to  this 
matter. 

(Sec.  7.  Pub.  L.  94-582.  90  Stat.  2872  (7 
U.S.C.  79(g)(2)):  7  CFR  26.99(b):  7  CFR 
26.101.) 

Done  in  Washingrton,  D.C.,  on  No¬ 
vember  30,  1977. 

L.  E.  Bartelt, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34859  Filed  12-5-77:  8:45  am] 


[3410-02] 

Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 
GRAIN  STANDARDS 

Louisiana  Grain  Inspection  Areas 

Statement  of  considerations.  Pursu¬ 
ant  to  sections  7(e)(1)  and  7A(c)(l)  of 
the  U.S.  Grain  Standards  Act  as 
amended  October  21,  1976,  and  Sep¬ 
tember  29,  1977  (7  U.S.C.  71  et  seq.), 
hereinafter  referred. to  as  the  “Act,” 
the  Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 
(FGIS)  is  required  to  provide  official 
inspection  and  weighing  services  for 
all  grains  required  or  authorized  to  be 
inspected  and  weighed  by  the  Act,  at 
those  export  port  locations  where  a 
State  is  not  delegated  to  perform 
these  official  services  (7  U.S.C.  79(e)(1) 
and  7  U.S.C.  79a(c)(l)). 

The  Act  provides  that  FGIS  will 
assume  performance  of  official  inspec¬ 
tion  and  weighing  services  at  such 
export  port  locations  within  18 
months  of  November  20,  1976,  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  the  amended  Act;  pro¬ 
vided  that,  subject  to  certain  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Act,  existing  official 
agencies  may  continue  to  function 
during  such  transition  period. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  De¬ 
cember  4,  1977,  FGIS  will  assume  the 
responsibility  for  providing  official  in¬ 
spection  and  weighing  services  in  the 
area  serviced  by  the  South  Louisiana 
Grain  Services,  Inc.,  in  accordance 
with  sections  7(e)(1)  and  7A(c)(l)  of 
the  Act,  and  section  27  of  Ihib.  L.  94- 
582  (7  U.S.C.  74  note).  Also,  the  desig¬ 
nation  of  the  South  Louisiana  Grain 
Services,  Inc.,  Destrehan,  La.,  as  an  of¬ 
ficial  agency  is  hereby  csmceled  as  of 
that  date. 

Currently,  the  export  elevators  in 
this  area  are  the  Cargill  Elevators, 
Port  Allen  and  Reserve,  La.;  the  Farm¬ 
ers  Export  Elevator,  Ama,  La.;  and  the 
St.  Charles  Elevator,  Destrehan,  La. 
FGIS  will  provide  the  inspection  and 
weighing  services  to  the  Cargill  Eleva¬ 
tors  at  Fort  Allen  and  Reserve,  La., 
through  its  field  office  at  1324  South 
Main  Street,  Lutcher,  La.  70071.  FGIS 
will  provide  the  inspection  and  weigh¬ 
ing  services  to  the  Farmers  Export 
Elevator  at  Ama,  La.  and  to  the  St. 
Charles  Elevator  at  Destrehan,  La., 
through  its  field  office  at  8990  River 
Road,  Destrehan,  La.  70047. 

(Sec.  8.  Pub.  L.  94-582,  90  Stat.  2870  (7 
U.S.C.  79):  sec.  9,  Pub.  L.  94-582,  90  Stat. 
2875  (7  U.S.C.  79a):  sec.  27,  Pub.  L.  94-582, 
90  Stat.  2889  (7  U.S.C.  74  note).) 
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Effective  date.  This  notice  shall 
become  effective  December  4, 1977. 

Done  in  Washington,  D.C.  on:  De¬ 
cember  1,  1977. 

D.  R.  Galliart, 
Acting  Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.  77-34858  PUed  12-2-77;  8:45  am] 

[3410-15] 

Rural  Eluctrificotion  AdminUtration 

DAIRYLAND  POWER  COOPERATIVE,  LA 
CROSSE,  WIS.,  AND  COOPERATIVE  POWER 
ASSOCIATION,  MINNEAPOLIS,  MINN. 

Proposed  Loon  Guorontoo 

Under  the  authority  of  Pub.  L.  93-32 
(87  Stat.  65)  and  in  conformance  with 
applicable  agency  policies  and  proce¬ 
dures  as  set  forth  in  REA  Bulletin  20- 
22  (Guarantee  of  Loans  for  Bulk 
Power  Supply  Facilities),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Administrator 
of  REA  will  consider  providing  guaran¬ 
tees  supported  by  the  full  faith  and 
credit  of  the  United  States  of  America 
for  related  loans  in  the  approximate 
amount  of  $193,488,000  to  Cooperative 
Power  Association  (CPA)  of  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minnesota,  and  $144,560,000  to 
Dairyland  Power  Cooperative  (DPC) 
of  La  Crosse,  Wis.  These  loan  funds 
will  be  used  to  finance  the  coopera¬ 
tives’  individual  ownership  interests  in 
the  proposed  Tyrone  Unit  No,  1  pro¬ 
ject  in  Dunn  County,  Wis.,  which  con¬ 
sists  of  a  1100  MW  nuclear  unit  and 
approximately  80  miles  of  related  345 
kV  transmission  lines  being  construct¬ 
ed  by  the  Northern  States  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (Minnesota).  CPA  has  a  17.4  per¬ 
cent  share  of  the  project  and  DPC  has 
a  13.0  percent  share. 

Legally  organized  lending  agencies 
capable  of  making,  holding,  and  servic¬ 
ing  the  loans  proposed  to  be  guaran¬ 
teed  may  obtain  information  on  the 
proposed  project,  including  the  engi¬ 
neering  and  economic  feasibility  stud¬ 
ies  and  the  proposed  schedules  for  the 
advances  to  the  borrowers  of  the  guar¬ 
anteed  loan  funds  from  Mr.  T,  V,  Len- 
nick.  Manager,  Cooperative  Power  As¬ 
sociation,  3316  West  66th  Street,  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.  55435,  for  CPA’s  guar¬ 
anteed  loan  or  Mr.  J.  P.  Madgett,  Man¬ 
ager,  Dairyland  Power  Cooperative, 
P.O.  Box  817,  La  Crosse,  Wis.  54601, 
for  Dairyland’s  guaranteed  loan. 

In  order  to  be  considered,  proposals 
must  be  submitted  on  or  before  Janu¬ 
ary  5,  1978,  to  Mr.  Lennick  or  Mr. 
Madgett  for  their  respective  coopera¬ 
tives.  The  right  is  reserved  to  give 
such  consideration  and  make  such 
evaluation  or  other  disposition  of  all 
proposals  received,  as  CPA,  DPC  and 
REA  deem  appropriate.  Prospective 
lenders  are  advised  that  the  guaran¬ 
teed  financing  for  this  project  is  avail¬ 
able  from  the  Federal  Financing  Bank 
under  a  standing  agreement  with  the 
Rural  Electrification  Administration. 


Copies  of  REA  Bulletin  20-22  are 
available  from  the  Director,  Informa¬ 
tion  Services  Division,  Rural  Electrifi¬ 
cation  Administration,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
28th  day  of  November  1977. 

David  A.  Hamil, 
Administrator,  Rural 

Electrification  Administration. 
tFR  Doc.  77-34702  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 

[3410-15] 

Rural  Elecfrification  Administration 

SOUTHERN  MARYLAND  ELEaRIC 
COOPERATIVE,  INC 

Final  Environmantal  Impact  Statamant 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Rural  Electrification  Administration 
has  prepared  a  Final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  in  accordance  with 
section  102(2)(C)  of  the  National  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  an  application  for  an  in¬ 
sured  loan  from  Southern  Maryland 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc,,  Hughesville, 
Md.  20637.  This  insured  loan  applica¬ 
tion,  together  with  funds  from  other 
soiures,  includes  financing  for  the 
construction  of  7.8  miles  of  double-cir¬ 
cuit  230  kV  transmission  line  from 
Chalk  Point,  Prince  Georges  County, 
to  Holland  Cliff,  Calvert  County,  all  in 
Maryland. 

The  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  analyzes  the  impact  on  the 
enviromnent  of  the  construction  of  ap¬ 
proximately  38.6  miles  of  double-cir¬ 
cuit  230  kV  transmission  line  from 
Chalk  Point,  Prince  Georges  County, 
to  Lexington  Park,  St.  Mary’s  County, 
via  Calvert  County,  all  in  Maryland. 
Also  analyzed  are  the  impacts  of  three 
(3)  new  substations  to  be  located  at 
Chalk  Point,  Holland  Cliff  and  Calvert 
Cliffs.  Southern  Maryland  Electric  Co¬ 
operative,  Inc.,  has  applied  for  and  re¬ 
ceived  approval  from  the  Public  Ser¬ 
vice  Commission  of  Maryland  to  con¬ 
struct  20  miles  of  the  original  38.6 
miles  of  dual  circuit  230  kV  transmis¬ 
sion  line  and  the  three  (3)  substations 
described  in  the  Pinal  Environmental 
Impact  Statement.  The  7.8  miles  of 
230  kV  transmission  line  to  be  fi¬ 
nanced  at  this  time  is  a  part  of  the  20 
miles. 

Additional  information  may  be  se¬ 
cured  upon  request,  if  submitted  to 
Mr.  Richard  F.  Richter,  Assistant  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  Electric,  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington.  D.C. 
20250.  The  REA  Final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  on  the  double-cir¬ 
cuit  230  kV  transmission  line  and  asso¬ 
ciated  facilities  may  be  examined 
during  regular  business  hours  at  the 
offices  of  REA  in  the  South  Agricul¬ 


ture  Building.  12th  Street  and  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington. 
D.C.,  room  4310,  or  at  the  borrower’s 
address  indicated  above.  Final  REA 
action  with  respect  to  this  matter,  in¬ 
cluding  any  release  of  funds,  may  be 
taken  after  January  5,  1978. 

Any  insured  loan  which  may  be 
made  pursuant  to  this  matter  will  be 
subject  to,  and  release  of  funds  there- 
imder  will  be  contingent  upon,  REA’s 
reaching  satisfactory  conclusions  with 
respect  to  its  environmental  effects 
and  compliance  with  the  National  En¬ 
vironmental  Policy  Act  of  1969. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  21st 
day  of  November  1977. 

David  A.  Hamil, 
Administrator,  Rural 
Electrification  Administration. 

[PR  Doc.  77-34824  PUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[3410-15] 

Rural  Eloctrificatlon  Administration 

M  A  A  ELEaRIC  POWER  COOPERATIVE, 
POPLAR  BLUFF,  MO. 

Proposad  Loan  Guarantoo 

Under  the  authority  of  Pub.  L.  93-32 
(87  Stat.  65)  and  in  conformance  with 
applicable  agency  policies  and  proce¬ 
dures  as  set  forth  in  REA  Bulletin  20- 
22  (Guarantee  of  Loans  for  Bulk 
Power  Supply  Facilities),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Administrator 
of  REA  will  consider  (a)  providing  a 
guarantee  supported  by  the  full  faith 
and  credit  of  the  United  States  of 
America  for  a  loan  in  the  approximate 
amount  of  $9,056,000  to  M  &  A  Elec¬ 
tric  Power  Cooperative  of  Poplar 
Bluff,  Mo.,  and  (b)  supplementing 
such  a  loan  with  an  insured  REA  loan 
at  5  percent  interest  in  the  approxi¬ 
mate  amount  of  $8,144,000  to  this  co¬ 
operative.  These  loan  funds,  together 
with  $522,000  available  from  prior 
REA  loans,  will  be  used  to  finance  a 
project  consisting  of  2  miles  of  161  kV 
transmission  line,  48  miles  of  69  kV 
transmission  line,  new  substations, 
switchii^g,  and  related  transmission  fa¬ 
cilities. 

Legally  organized  lending  agencies 
capable  of  making,  holding  and  servic¬ 
ing  the  loan  proposed  to  be  guaran¬ 
teed  may  obtain  information  on  the 
proposed  project,  including  the  engi¬ 
neering  and  economic  feasibility  stud¬ 
ies  and  the  proposed  schedule  for  the 
advances  to  the  borrower  of  the  guar¬ 
anteed  loan  funds  from  Mr.  Robert  E. 
Stagner,  Manager,  M  &  A  Electric 
Power  Cooperative,  P.O.  Box  670, 
Poplar  Bluff,  Mo.  63901. 

In  order  to  be  considered,  proposals 
must  be  submitted  on  or  before  Janu¬ 
ary  5,  1978,  to  Mr.  Stagner.  The  right 
is  reserved  to  give  such  consideration 
and  make  such  evaluation  or  other  dis- 
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position  of  all  proposals  received,  as  M 
Sc  A  Electric  and  REA  deem  appropri¬ 
ate.  Prospective  lenders  are  advised 
that  the  guaranteed  financing  for  this 
project  is  available  from  the  Federal 
Financing  Bank  under  a  standing 
agreement  with  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Admininstration. 

Copies  of  REA  Bulletin  20-22  are 
available  from  the  Director,  Informa¬ 
tion  Services  Division,  Rural  Electrifi¬ 
cation  Administration,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C..  this 
30th  day  of  November  1977. 

David  A  Hamil, 
Administrator,  Rural 
Electrification  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34860  FUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[3410-16] 

Soil  Centorvotion  Sorvico 

GROVE  SPRINGS  PUBUC  WATER-BASED 
RECREATION  RCAD  MEASURE,  OKLA. 

NoHco  of  Intonf  To  Not  Proporo  on 
Environmontol  Impact  Stotomont 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)(C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  Guidelines  (40  CFR  Part 
1500);  and  the  Soil  Conservation  Ser¬ 
vice  Cruidellnes  (7  CFR  Part  650);  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice 
that  an  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  is  not  being  prepared  for  the 
Grove  Springs  Public  Water-Based  Re¬ 
creation  RC&D  Measure. 

The  environmental  assessment  of 
this  Federal  action  indicates  that  the 
measure  will  not  cause  significant  ad¬ 
verse  local,  regional,  or  national  im¬ 
pacts  and  that  no  significant  contro¬ 
versy  is  associated  with  this  measure. 
As  a  result  of  these  findings,  Mr. 
Roland  Willis,  State  Conservationist, 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  preparation  of  an  envi¬ 
ronmental  impact  statement  is  not 
needed  for  this  measure. 

The  measure  concerns  a  plan  for 
water-based  recreation.  The  planned 
works  of  improvement  include  installa¬ 
tion  of  recreation  facilities  including 
sanitary  facilities  and  vegetation  of 
the  measure  area  with  grasses,  shrubs, 
and  trees. 

The  notice  of  intent  to  not  prepare 
an  environmental  impaot  statement 
has  been  forwarded  to  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality.  The  basic 
data  developed  during  the  environ¬ 
mental  assessment  is  on  file  and  may 
be  reviewed  by  interested  parties  at 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service.  Farm 
Road  and  Brumley  Street,  Stillwater, 
Okla.  74074. 

An  environmental  impact  appraisal 
has  been  prepared  and  sent  to  various 


local.  State,  and  Federal  agencies  and 
to  interested  parties.  A  limited  number 
of  copies  of  the  environmental  impact 
appraisal  is  available  from  the  above 
address  to  fill  single  copy  requests. 

No  administrative  action  on  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  will  be 
taken  until  after  January  5, 1978. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.901,  Resource  Conservation 
and  Development  Program— Pub.  L.  87-703, 
16  U.S.C.  590a-f,  g.) 

Dated:  November  28, 1977. 

William  E.  McGaughey, 
Soil  Conservationist,  RC&D 
Branch,  Soil  Conservation  Ser¬ 
vice. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34806  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[3410-16] 

WAMOGO  REGIONAL  SCHOOL  LAND 
DRAINAGE  MEASURE,  CONNECTICUT 

Notice  of  Intent  To  Not  Proporo  on 
Environmontol  Impoct  Stotomont 

Ihirsuant  to  section  102(2)(C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  Guidelines  (40  CFTt  Part 
1500),  and  the  Soil  Conservation  Ser¬ 
vice  (iruidelines  (7  CFH  Part  650),  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice 
that  an  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  is  not  being  prepared  for  the 
Waroogo  Regional  School  Land  Drain¬ 
age  Measure,  Litchfield  County,  Conn. 

The  environmental  assessment  of 
this  federally-assisted  action  indicates 
that  the  project  will  not  cause  signifi¬ 
cant  local,  regional,  or  national  im¬ 
pacts  on  the  environment.  As  a  result 
of  these  findings,  Mr.  J.  W.  Tippie, 
State  Conservationist,  has  determined 
that  the  preparation  and  review  of  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  not 
needed  for  this  project. 

The  project  or  measure  concerns  a 
plan  for  land  drainage.  The  planned 
works  of  improvement  include  vuider- 
ground  drainage  at  40  foot  spacing  in 
actual  play  field  areas,  construction  of 
a  basin  terrace  disposal  area  and  re¬ 
seeding. 

The  notice  of  intent  to  not  prepare 
an  environmental  impact  statement 
has  been  forwarded  to  Council  on  Fin- 
vironmental  Quality.  The  basic  data 
developed  during  the  environmental 
asseissraent  is  on  file  and  may  be  re¬ 
viewed  by  interested  parties  at  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  Agricultural 
Center,  Litchfield,  Conn.  06759.  An  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  appraisal  has  been 
prepared  and  sent  to  various  Federal, 
State,  and  local  agencies  and  interest¬ 
ed  parties.  A  limited  number  of  copies 
of  the  environmental  impact  appraisal 
is  available  to  fill  single  copy  requests. 

No  administrative  action  on  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  will  be 
taken  until  after  January  5. 1978. 


(Catalog  of  the  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.901,  Resource  Conservation 
and  Development  Program— Public  Law  87- 
703, 16  U.S.C.  590a-f.  g.) 

Dated;  November  28,  1977. 

William  E.  McGaughey, 
Soil  Conservationist,  RC&D 
Branch,  Soil  Conservation  Ser¬ 
vice. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34807  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[6320-01] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  31711;  Order  77-12-1] 

AIR  CANADA 

Order  of  Invottigotion  and  Sutpontlon 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington. 
D.C.,  on  the  18th  day  of  November 
1977. 

The  Board  has  been  following  a 
policy  of  suspending  transatlantic 
super-APEX  fares  (Orders  77-10-124 
and  77-10-139)  in  cases  where  negotia¬ 
tion.  of  special  intergovernmental 
agreements  are  necessary  to  permit 
suspension  of  the  fares  after  they 
become  effective.*  Air  Canada  has 
filed  tariff  revisions,  for  effect  Decem¬ 
ber  3.  1977,  to  introduce  super-APEX 
fares  between  New  York  and  points  in 
Europe.*  The  United  States  has  not 
yet  secured  agreements  with  Canada 
or  with  other  affected  governments 
which  would  permit  us  to  suspend  the 
super-APEX  fares  once  they  become 
effective.  In  these  circumstances,  the 
Board  finds  that  Air  Canad.a’s  pro¬ 
posed  super-APEX  fares  may  be 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unjustly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  unduly  preferential. 


■On  September  16,  1977,  the  Board  adopt¬ 
ed  an  order  suspending,  pending  investiga¬ 
tion,  super-APEX  (advance-purchase  excur¬ 
sion)  fares  proposed  by  several  carriers  in 
the  New  York-London  market.  The  order 
was  submitted  to  the  President  pursuant  to 
section  801  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  and. 
by  letter  dated  September  26,  1977,  the 
President  notified  the  Board  that  he  was 
disapproving  its  proposed  suspension  for 
reasons  of  foreign  economic  policy. 

The  Board  had  proposed  suspension  of 
the  super-APEX  fares  based  on  its  view  that 
they  would  have  a  predatory  impact  on 
charter  services,  whether  or  not  s6  intended. 
In  his  letter,  the  President  stated  that,  if 
the  Board  obtained  new  evidence  after  the 
fares  became  effective  that  they  were 
indeed  predatory,  he  would  consider  a  sus¬ 
pension  under  terms  of  the  ad  hoc  agree¬ 
ment  negotiated  on  September  19,  1977, 
with  the  United  Kingdom.  The  ad  hoc 
agreement  gives  either  party  the  right  to 
suspend  the  super-APEX  fares  on  six  weeks’ 
notice,  and  was  necessary  since  the  terms  of 
some  bilateral  air  transport  agreements  do 
not  provide  for  suspension  of  tariffs  already 
in  effect. 

•The  fares  match  super-APEX  fares  filed 
by  other  transatlantic  carriers  from  New 
York  to  various  points  in  Europe. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42,  NO.  234— TUESDAY,  DECEMBER  6,  1977 


NOTICES 


61619 


iinduly  prejudicial,  or  otherwise  un¬ 
lawful  and  should  be  investigated  and, 
pending  investigation,  should  be  sus¬ 
pended.  Upon  conclusion  of  suitable 
ad  hoc  agreements  with  Canada  and 
other  affected  countries,  the  suspen¬ 
sion  will  be  vacated. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  and  particularly 
sections  102,  204(a).  403,  801,  and 
1002(j). 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  An  investigation  be  instituted  to 
determine  whether  the  proposed  re¬ 
duction  of  fares  to/from  all  points  on 
10th  Revised  Page  120  to  Internation¬ 
al  Passenger  Pares  Tariff  No.  IPP-7, 

C. A.B.  No.  38.  issued  by  Air  Canada, 
and  rules,  regulations,  or  practices  af¬ 
fecting  such  fares  and  provisions,  are 
or  will  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  un¬ 
justly  discriminatory,  unduly  prefer¬ 
ential,  unduly  prejudicial,  or  otherwise 
unlawful,  and  if  found  to  be  unlawful, 
to  take  appropriate  action  to  prevent 
the  use  of  such  provisions  or  rules, 
regulations,  or  practices; 

2.  Pending  hearing  and  decision  by 
the  Board,  the  tariff  provisions  speci¬ 
fied  in  paragraph  1  above  are  suspend¬ 
ed  and  their  use  deferred  from  Decem¬ 
ber  3,  1977,  to  and  including  December 
2,  1978,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by 
the  Board,  and  that  no  changes  be 
made  during  the  period  of  suspension 
except  by  order  or  special  permission 
of  the  Board; 

3.  This  order  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  President*  and  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  on  December  3,  1977; 

4.  The  investigation  ordered  here  be 
assigned  for  hearing  before  an  admin¬ 
istrative  law  judge  of  the  Board  at  a 
time  and  place  hereafter  to  be  desig¬ 
nated; 

5.  Copies  of  this  order  be  filed  in  the 
aforesaid  tariff  and  be  served  upon  Air 
Canada. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board.* 

Craig  Lindsay, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.  77-34855  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am) 

[6335-01] 

COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  ADVISORY 
COMMIHEE 

Meeting;  Amendment 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil 
Rights,  that  a  planning  meeting  of  the 

D. C.  Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  of  the 
Commission  published  November  7, 

‘This  order  was  submitted  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent  on  November  21,  1977. 

*AU  Members  concurred. 


1977  (FR  Doc.  77-32208)  on  page  57981 
originally  scheduled  for  December  13, 
1977,  has  been  changed. 

The  meeting  will  take  place  at  1328 
New  York  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  the  date  of  the  meeting  will 
be  December  20,  1977. 

The  time  of  the  meeting  will  remain 
the  same. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Novem¬ 
ber  30,  1977. 

John  I.  Binkley, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 
(FR  Doc.  77-34847  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 

[6325-01] 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
ACTION 

Ravecation  of  Authority  To  Moke  o  Noncoroar 
Exacutiva  Attignmant 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  revokes  the  au¬ 
thority  of  ACTION  to  fill  by  noncar¬ 
eer  executive  assignment  in  the  ex¬ 
cepted  service  on  a  temporary  basis 
the  position  of  Assistant  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor  for  Transition  Planning  for  Do¬ 
mestic  Operations,  Office  of  the  Direc¬ 
tor. 

For  the  Civil  Service  Commission. 

James  C.  Spry, 
Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.  77-34825  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  ami 

[6325-01] 

ACTION 

Ravocotion  of  Authority  To  Moka  o  Noncoraar 
Exacutiva  Attignmant 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  revokes  the  au¬ 
thority  of  ACTION  to  fill  by  noncar¬ 
eer  executive  assignment  on  a  tempo¬ 
rary  basis  the  position  of  Assistant  to 
the  Director  for  Transition  Planning 
for  Policy  and  Planning,  Office  of  the 
Director. 

For  the  Civil  Service  Commission. 

James  C.  Spry, 
Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
(FR  Doc.  77-34826  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 

[6325-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

TitIa  Chonga  in  Noncoraar  Exacutiva 
Attignmant 

By  notice  of  October  3,  1977,  FR 
Doc.  77-29045,  the  Civil  Service  Com¬ 
mission  authorized  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  to  make  a  change  in  title 
for  the  position  of  Deputy  Administra¬ 


tor,  Foreign  Agricultural  Service.  This 
is  notice  that  the  title  of  this  position 
is  now  being  changed  to  Associate  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  Foreign  Agricultural  Ser¬ 
vice. 

For  the  Civil  Service  Commission. 

James  C.  Spry, 
Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
(FR  Doc.  77-34827  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 

[6325-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Grant  of  Authority  To  Moka  o  Noncoraar 
Exacutiva  Aasignmant 

Under  authority  of  §9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  authorizes  the 
Department  of  Commerce  to  fill  by 
noncareer  executive  assignment  in  the 
excepted  service  the  position  of  Asso¬ 
ciate  Director  (Planning  and  Coordi¬ 
nation),  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Policy,  Office  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary, 

For  the  United  States  Civil  Service 
Commission. 

James  C.  Spry, 
Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Commissioners. 
(FR  Doc.  77-34828  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 

[6325-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Grant  of  Authority  To  Moka  o  Noncoraar 
Exacutiva  Attignmant 

Under  authority  of  §9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  authorizes  the 
Department  of  Commerce  to  fill  by 
noncareer  executive  assignment  in  the 
excepted  service  the  position  of 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Ad¬ 
ministrative  and  Legislative  Policy,  In¬ 
dustry  and  Trade  Administration. 

For  the  United  States  Civil  Service 
Commission. 

James  C.  Spry, 
Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Commissioners. 
(FR  Doc.  77-34829  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 

[6325-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Ravocotion  of  Authority  To  Moka  o  Noncoraar 
Exacutiva  Asaignmant 

Under  authority  of  §9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  revokes  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
to  fill  by  noncareer  executive  assign¬ 
ment  in  the  excepted  service  on  a  tem¬ 
porary  basis  the  position  of  Deputy 
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Assistant  Secretary  (Policy  Plans  and 
NSC  Affairs),  ODAS  (Policy  Plans  and 
NSC  Affairs),  OASD  (International 
Security  Affairs),  Office  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense. 

For  the  United  States  Civil  Service 
Commission. 

James  C.  Spry, 
Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Commissioners. 

[PR  Doc.  77-34830  PUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[6325-01 ] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Grant  of  Authority  to  Moko  Noncoroor 
Exocutivo  Attignmont 

Under  authority  of  §9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  authorized  the 
Department  of  Defense  to  fill  by  non- 
career  executive  assignment  in  the  ex¬ 
cepted  service  the  position  of  Assistant 
for  Analysis,  Under  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  for  Research  and  Engineering, 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

For  the  United  States  Civil  Service 
Commission. 

James  C.  Spry, 
Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[PR  Doc.  77-34831  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[6325-01] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

Revocation  of  Authority  to  Make  a  Noncoroor 
Exocutivo  Attignmont 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  CivU 
Service  Commission  revokes  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion  to  fill  by  noncareer  executive  as¬ 
signment  in  the  excepted  service  the 
following  positions;  (1)  Assistant  to 
the  Chairman,  Commissioners  and  Of¬ 
fices;  (2)  Executive  Director,  Commis¬ 
sioners  and  Offices;  (3)  General  Coun¬ 
sel;  (4)  Chief,  Bureau  of  Natural  Gas; 
and  (5)  Chief,  Bureau  of  Power. 

For  the  United  States  Civil  Service 
Commission. 

James  C.  Spry, 
Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[PR  Doc.  77-34832  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[6325-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Grant  of  Authority  to  Mako  a  Noncaroar 
Exocutivo  Acsignmont 

Under  authority  of  §9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  authorizes  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 


Welfare  to  fill  by  noncareer  executive 
assignment  in  the  excepted  service  the 
position  of  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Program  Systems,  Office  of  Pro¬ 
gram  Systems,  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Planning  and  Evalua¬ 
tion,  Office  of  the  Secretary. 

For  the  United  States  Civil  Service 
Commission. 

James  C.  Spry, 
Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Commissioners. 

■  [PR  Doc.  77-34833  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[6325-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Ravocation  of  Authority  to  Mako  Noncoroor 
Exocutivo  Atsignmont 

Under  the  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  revokes  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Department  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior  to  fill  by  noncareer  executive  as¬ 
signment  in  the  excepted  service  the 
positions  of  (1)  Administrator,  South¬ 
eastern  Power  Administration,  Office 
of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Water 
and  Power  Development,  and  (2)  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  Alaska  Power  Administra¬ 
tion,  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary-Energy  and  Minerals. 

For  the  Civil  Service  Commission. 

James  C.  Spry, 
Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[PR  Doc.  77-34834  PUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[3510-25] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domattic  and  Intamofional  Rutinat* 
Adminittration 

ELISHA  GOLDMAN  ET  AL 
Relalad  Party  Datarmination 

In  the  matter  of  Elisha  Goldman, 
Megason  Electronics  Ltd.,  and  B.C.R. 
Electronicia  Ltd.,  10  Shapiro  Street, 
P.O.  Box  4011,  Ramat  Gan,  Israel,  Re¬ 
spondents,  and,  Magen-Goldman  En¬ 
terprises,  Ltd.,  10  Shapiro  Street,  P.O. 
Box  4011,  Ramat  Gan,  Israel,  Megal 
Metal  Works,  Ltd.,  10  Shapiro,  P.O. 
Box  4011,  Ramat  Gan.  Israel,  Solo 
Segal,  90  Ibn  Gebirol  Street,  Tel  Aviv, 
Helkot,  Ltd.,  Abbuiaffa  9,  Tel  Aviv, 
Related  Parties  (Respondents). 

The  Director,  Office  of  Export  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  by  Order  of  June  9,  1977,  42  FR 
31477  (June  21,  1977)  indefinitely 
denied  Elisha  Goldman,  Megason  Elec¬ 
tronics  Ltd.,  and  B.C.R.  Electronicia 
Ltd.,  all  privileges  of  participating  in 
any  manner  or  capacity  in  the  expor¬ 
tation  of  United  States  origin  com¬ 
modities  or  technical  data. 


Consistent  with  §  388.1(b)  of  the 
Export  Administration  Regulations 
(15  CFR  388.1(b)  Part  III  of  that 
Order  provided— 

Such  denial  of  export  privUeges  shall 
extend  not  only  to  the  respondents  but  also 
to  their  agents,  employees,  representatives, 
and  partners  and  to  any  other  person,  firm, 
corporation,  or  business  organization  with 
which  the  respondents  now  or  hereafter 
may  be  related  by  affiliation,  ownership, 
control,  position  of  responsibility,  or  other 
connection  in  the  conduct  of  trade  or  ser¬ 
vices  connected  therewith. 

By  Order  to  Show  Cause  of  October 
3.  1977,  Magen-Goldman  Elnterprises, 
Ltd.,  Megal  Metal  Works.  Ltd.,  Solo 
Segal,  and  Helkot,  Ltd.,  were  informed 
that  information  available  to  this  De¬ 
partment  indicated  that  each  is  relat¬ 
ed  to  Elisha  Goldman;  i.e.,  that  each  is 
a  company  that  Elisha  Goldman  owns 
or  controls  or  in  which  he  has  a  sub¬ 
stantial  interest.  Each  was  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  show  its  relationship  to 
Elisha  Goldman  or  show  cause  within 
30  days  why  a  Related  Party  Order 
should  not  be  issued  subjecting  each 
to  the  Indefinite  Denial  Order  of  June 
9,  1977.  No  reply  was  received.  There¬ 
fore: 

Based  upon  the  information  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Department,  it  is  deter¬ 
mined  that  Magen-Goldman  Enter¬ 
prises,  Ltd.,  Megal  Metal  Works,  Ltd., 
Solo  Segal,  and  Helkot,  Ltd.  are  relat¬ 
ed  parties  to  Elisha  Goldman  within 
the  provisions  of  the  Export  Adminis¬ 
tration  Regulations  and  Part  III  of 
the  Order  of  June  9,  1977.  According¬ 
ly,  they  are  subject  to  all  the  prohibi¬ 
tions  and  restrictions  of  that  Order. 

The  respondents  and  related  parties 
herein  are  informed  that  each  may  be 
restored  to  U.S.  export  privileges  if 
Elisha  Goldman  replies  to  the  interro¬ 
gatories  previously  directed  to  him  or 
if  he  gives  good  and  sufficient  reasons 
for  his  failure  or  refusal  to  respond.  If 
any  of  the  parties  believe  the  Denial 
Order  or  this  Related  Party  Determi¬ 
nation  is  not  justified,  an  application 
may  be  made  to  have  the  ruling  recon¬ 
sidered  or  terminated.  The  application 
must  be  made  to  the  Hearing  Commis¬ 
sioner,  Bureau  of  East-West  Trade. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20230.  This  notice  is  effective 
immediately. 

Dated;  November  30, 1977. 

Rauer  H.  Meyer, 
Director,  Office  of 
Export  Administration. 

[PR  Doc.  77-34819  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[6330-01] 

COMMISSION  OF  FINE  ARTS 

VARIOUS  PROJECTS  AFFECTING  APPEARANCE 
OF  WASHINGTON,  D.C 

Moating 

The  Commission  of  Pine  Arts  will 
meet  in  open  session  on  Tuesday.  De- 
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cember  20, 1977,  at  10  a.m.  In  the  Com¬ 
mission  offices  at  708  Jackson  Place 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006,  to  dis¬ 
cuss  various  projects  affecting  the  ap¬ 
pearance  of  Washington,  D.C. 

Inquiries  regarding  the  agenda  and 
requests  to  submit  written  or  oral 
statements  should  be  addressed  to 
Charles  H.  Atherton,  Secretary,  Com¬ 
mission  of  Fine  Arts,  at  the  above  ad¬ 
dress. 

This  notice  confirms  notice  of  Janu¬ 
ary  11,  1977,  published  at  42  FR  2337, 
January  11, 1977. 

Dated  in  Washington,  D.C.  Decem¬ 
ber  1,  1977. 

Charles  H.  Atherton, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  77-34841  PUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[6355-01] 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

TRIS,  TRIS-TREATED  CHILDREN’S  WEARING  AP¬ 
PAREL  AND  OTHER  PRODUCTS  CONTAINING 
TRIS 

Slatvmant  of  Policy 

AGENCY;  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Statement  of  policy. 

SUMMARY:  In  this  notice,  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  stating  its  enforcement 
policy  toward  the  chemical  flame  re¬ 
tardant  TRIS,  and  certain  products 
containing  TRIS,  that  it  believes  are 
banned  hazardous  substances  under 
the  Federal  Hazardous  Substances 
Act.  In  a  separate  document,  pub¬ 
lished  elsewhere  in  today’s  Federal 
Register,  the  Commission  has  with¬ 
drawn  its  two  previously  published  in¬ 
terpretations  concerning  TRIS  prod¬ 
ucts  because  they  have  been  miscon¬ 
strued.  The  Commission  is  publishing 
this  notice  to  clarify  its  policy. 

DATES:  The  statement  of  policy  is  ef¬ 
fective  on  December  6,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Alan  Shakin,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20207,  202-634-7770. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMAIION: 

Background 

On  April  8,  1977,  the  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Commission  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (42  FR  18850) 
a  statutory  interpretation  that  certain 
children’s  wearing  apparel  containing 
the  chemical  flame  retardant  ’Tris  (2,3- 
dibromopropyl)  phosphate  (‘"TRIS”) 
is  defined  as  a  “banned  hazardous  sub¬ 
stance”  under  the  Federal  Hazardous 
Substances  Act  (FHSA,  15  U.S.C.  1261 


et  seq.).  The  apparel,  as  well  as  uncut 
’TRIS-treated  fabric  intended  for  sale 
to  consumers  for  use  in  such  apparel, 
was  included  in  the  statutory  defini¬ 
tion  if  it  was  in  interstate  commerce 
on  April  8,  1977  or  introduced  into  in¬ 
terstate  commerce  after  that  date.  In 
addition,  TRIS-treated  apparel  and 
fabric  sold  to  consumers  before  April 
8,  but  not  yet  washed,  was  included  in 
the  definition. 

On  June  1,  1977,  the  Commission 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (42 
FR  28060)  a  statutory  interpretation 
that  additional  TRIS  products  were 
considered  banned  hazardous  sub¬ 
stances  under  the  FHSA.  These  prod¬ 
ucts  included  TRIS,  and  fabric,  yam, 
or  fiber  containing  TRIS,  which  is 
used  or  intended  for  use  in  children’s 
wearing  apparel  and  which  was  in  in¬ 
terstate  commerce  on  April  8,  1977,  in¬ 
troduced  into  interstate  commerce 
after  that  date,  or  not  yet  washed 
(even  if  sold  to  consumers  before  April 
8). 

These  interpretations  have  been  the 
subject  of  legal  actions  filed  against 
the  Commission.  In  one  such  action 
filed  in  Federal  court  of  South  Caroli¬ 
na,  a  textile  mill  has  asserted  that  the 
April  8  and  June  1  Federal  Register 
publications  were  substantive  regula¬ 
tions  rather  than  statutory  interpreta¬ 
tions.  On  Jime  23,  1977,  Judge  Robert 
F.  Chapman  found  them  to  be  regula¬ 
tions,  set  them  aside,  and  enjoined  the 
Commission  from  enforcing  them 
{Spring  Mills,  Inc.  v.  CPSC  and  EDF, 
434  F.  Supp.  416,  435,  D.S.C.).  The 
U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Fourth 
Circuit  declined  on  August  11,  1977  to 
stay  the  injuction  pending  appeal,  but 
affirmed  that  the  injunction  did  not 
prohibit  the  Commission  from  taking 
individual  enforcement  actions  under 
the  FHSA  against  sellers  and  manu¬ 
facturers  of  the  TRIS  products  (Order 
in  Springs  Mills,  Inc.  v.  CPSC  and 
EDF,  Nos.  77-1969  and  1970).  The 
Commission  has  undertaken  a  number 
of  individual  enforcement  actions  in 
various  Federal  district  courts.  In  the 
Fourth  Circuit,  the  appeal  of  Judge 
Chapman’s  injunction  is  pending. 

Withdrawal  of  Interpretations 

The  April  8  and  June  1  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  publications  and  the  Springs 
Mills  litigation  stemming  from  them, 
have  contributed  to  widespread  confu¬ 
sion  and  uncertainty  among  the  con¬ 
sumers  and  business  people  affected. 
The  Commission  believes  that  its  posi¬ 
tion  concerning  the  status  of  the  TRIS 
products  named  in  those  publications 
should  be  clarified  as  much  as  possi¬ 
ble.  Accordingly,  the  Commission  has 
withdrawn  the  April  8  and  June  1  pub¬ 
lications  in  a  separate  document  pub¬ 
lished  elsewhere  in  today’s  Federal 
Register.  In  their  place,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  is  issuing  the  statement  of  policy 
below. 


The  Commission’s  position  has  been 
that  the  April  8  and  June  1  F’ederal 
Register  publications  were  interpreta¬ 
tions  of  the  FHSA  that  were  validly 
issued.  The  interpretations  were  in¬ 
tended  to  state  the  Commission’s  en¬ 
forcement  policy  and  forewarn  that  in¬ 
dividual  enforcement  actions  would  be 
filed  in  Federal  District  court  when¬ 
ever  the  Commission  found  a  violation 
of  the  FHSA  to  be  associated  with  any 
'TRIS  products  that  are  banned  haz¬ 
ardous  substances.  As  interpretations, 
however,  the  April  8  and  June  1  docu¬ 
ments  could  not  be  relied  on  by  the 
Commission  to  prove  that  any  TRIS 
products  are  banned  hazardous  sub¬ 
stances  under  the  FHSA. 

Similarly,  the  Commission  cannot 
and  will  not  rely  on  its  new  statement 
of  policy  to  prove  that  any  hazards  are 
associated  with  TRIS  products.  In  any 
enforcement  action  the  Commission 
files,  it  is  prepared  to  prove  that  the 
TRIS  products  are  banned  hazardous 
substances  and  that  judicial  relief  is 
therefore  necessary.  In  these  enforce¬ 
ment  actions,  then,  any  affected  party 
will  be  provided  an  opportunity  to  liti¬ 
gate  the  merits  of  the  Commission’s 
claim  and  thus  will  be  afforded  due 
process. 

Statement  of  Policy 

The  Commission  believes  that  the 
TRIS  products  named  in  its  April  8 
and  June  1  Federal  Register  docu¬ 
ments  are  “banned  hazardous  sub¬ 
stances”  under  the  Federal  Hazardous 
Substances  Act  (FHSA).  This  belief  is 
based  on  definitions  contained  in  the 
FHSA  and  on  the  existing  technical 
evidence. 

Under  section  2(g)  of  the  FHSA, 
“(t)he  term  ‘toxic’  shall  apply  to  any 
subst&nce  *  •  *  which  has  the  capacity 
to  produce  personal  injury  or  illness  to 
man  through  ingestion,  inhalation,  or 
absorption  through  any  body  surface.” 
Under  section  2(f)(lKA)  of  the  FHSA, 
“(t)he  term  ‘hazardous  substance’ 
means  •  *  •  (a)ny  substance  or  mix¬ 
ture  of  substances  which  •  •  •  is  toxic 
•  •  *  if  such  substance  or  mixture  of 
substances  may  cause  substantial  per¬ 
sonal  injury  or  substantial  illness 
during  or  as  a  proximate  result  of  any 
customary  or  reasonably  foreseeable 
handling  or  use,  including  reasonably 
foreseeable  ingestion  by  children.” 
Under  section  2(q)(l),  of  the  FHSA, 
“(t)he  term  ‘banned  hazardous  sub¬ 
stance’  means  •  •  •  any  toy,  or  other 
article  intended  for  use  by  children, 
which  is  a  hazardous  substance,  or 
which  bears  or  contains  a  hazardous 
substance  in  such  manner  as  to  be  sus¬ 
ceptible  of  access  by  a  child  to  whom 
such  toy  or  other  article  is  entrusted 

^  m  •  •• 

The  risk  of  injury  associated  with 
TRIS-treated  children’s  wearing  ap¬ 
parel,  and  with  ’TRIS  and  fabric,  fiber 
and  yam  containing  TRIS  that  is  used 
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or  intended  for  use  in  such  apparel,  is 
discussed  in  some  detail  in  the  April  8 
and  June  1  Federal  Register  docu¬ 
ments.  Briefly  stated,  the  flame  retar¬ 
dant  chemical  TRIS  has  been  found  in 
two-year  National  Cancer  Institute 
(NCI)  feeding  studies  to  cause  cancer 
in  animals.  TRIS  cannot  therefore  be 
considered  as  a  safe  substance  for 
human  exposure.  When  used  in  chil¬ 
dren’s  wearing  apparel,  TRIS  can 
enter  the  bodies  of  infants  and  chil¬ 
dren  by  absorption  through  the  skin 
and  by  ingestion.  The  risk  of  cancer 
caused  by  such  exposure  is  extremely 
high,  according  to  estimates  by  the 
NCI  and  by  other  qualified  parties. 

The  Commission  therefore  continues 
to  believe  that  the  TRIS  products 
named  in  the  April  8  and  June  1  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  documents  are  “banned 
hazardous  substances”  within  the 
FHSA  definition  of  this  term  (15 
U.S.C.  1261(q)(l)(A)).  Since  the  publi¬ 
cation  of  the  Commission’s  April  8  and 
June  1  Federal  Register  documents, 
additional  scientific  information  has 
strengthened  and  reinforced  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  belief  that  these  TRIS  prod¬ 
ucts  are  banned  hazardous  substances. 
The  Commission’s  intent  is  to  file  indi¬ 
vidual  enforcement  actions  to  prevent 
the  sale  and  to  require  the  statutory 
repurchase  of  such  products,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 
FHSA  (15  U.S.C.  1263,  1264,  1265, 
1267,  and  1274). 

The  CommLssion  hopes  that  this 
notice  will  encourage  affected  parties 
to  refrain  from  any  sales  of  TRIS 
products,  or  other  activities  that  the 
Commission  believes  violate  the 
FHSA,  and  to  repurchase  the  TRIS 
products.  Any  parties  who  disagree 
about  whether  TRIS  products  are 
banned  hazardous  substances  will 
have  ample  opportunity  to  challenge 
the  Commission’s  technical  evidence 
and  legal  conclusions  at  a  hearing  in 
federal  district  court. 

Dated  November  28,  1977, 

Rickard  E.  Rapps, 
Secretary,  Consumer  Product 
Safety  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34793  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[3810-70] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

PRESIDENrS  COMMISSION  ON  MILITARY 
COMPENSATION 

Notification  of  Meeting  and  Public  Hearing 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463  notice  is 
hereby  gdven  of  a  meeting  and  a  public 
hearing  of  the  President’s  Commission 
on  Military  Compensation  that  will  be 
held  on  December  21.  1977,  in  Confer¬ 
ence  Room  B.  Departmental  Audito¬ 
rium,  Constitution  Avenue  between 


12th  and  14th  Streets  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  The  meeting  hours  are  8:30 
a.m.  to  10  a.m.  and  1  p.m.  to  2:30  p.m. 
The  hours  for  the  public  hearing  are 
10  a.m.  to  12  noon  and  2:30  p.m.  to  4:30 
p.m. 

Meeting 

The  subject  of  the  meeting  will  be 
active  duty  pay  and  benefits.  The 
meeting  is  open  to  the  public,  but  ob¬ 
servers  may  not  participate  in  the  dis¬ 
cussion. 

Public  Hearing 

The  witnesses  scheduled  for  the 
public  hearing  are  as  follows: 

9:10  a.m.— Cxen.  Bernard  W.  Rogers,  U.S. 
Army  Chief  of  Staff. 

9:40  a.m.— Gen.  David  C.  Jones,  U.S.  Air 
Force  Chief  of  Staff. 

10:10  a.m.— Gen.  Louis  H.  Wilson.  Comman¬ 
dant,  U.S.  Marine  Corps. 

2:30  p.m.— Lt.  Gen.  Leo  E.  Benade,  U.S. 
Army  (Ret.),  former  Principal  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  of  Defense  for  Manpow¬ 
er  and  Reserve  Affairs. 

3  p.m.— David  H.  Kopelman,  Boston  attor¬ 
ney. 

3:30  p.m.— L.  Shelton  CHarke,  Jr.,  Richmond 
attorney. 

4  p.m.— Mr.  Sid  Taylor,  National  Taxpayers 
Union. 

Questions  on  these  matters  may  be 
addressed  to  the  President’s  Commis¬ 
sion  on  hfilitary  Compensation,  666 
11th  Street  NW.,  suite  520,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C. 20001. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives,  Washington  Head¬ 
quarters  Services,  Department 
of  Defense. 

December  1,  1977. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34854  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[3128-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

VOLUNTARY  AGREEMENT  AND  PLAN  OF 
ACTION  TO  IMPLEMENT  THE  INTERNATION¬ 
AL  ENERGY  PROGRAM 

Meetings 

In  accordance  with  section 
252(0(1  )(A)(i)  of  the  Energy  Policy 
and  Conservation  Act  (Pub  L.  94-136), 
notice  is  hereby  provided  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  meeting: 

A  meeting  of  the  Industry  Advisory 
Board  (lAB),  to  the  International 
Energy  Agency  (lEA),  will  be  held  on 
December  13,  1977,  at  the  headquar¬ 
ters  of  the  IE  A,  2  Rue  Andre  Pascal. 
Paris,  Prance,  beginning  at  9:30  a.m. 
The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to 
permit  attendance  by  representatives 
of  the  lAB  at  a  meeting  of  the  lEA 
Standing  Group  on  Emergency  Ques¬ 
tions  (SEQ)  being  held  at  Paris  on  De¬ 
cember  13.  The  agenda  for  the  meet¬ 
ing,  and  participation  of  the  represen¬ 


tatives  of  the  LAB.  is  under  the  control 
of  the  SEQ.  It  is  expected  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  draft  agenda  will  be  followed 
and  that  representatives  of  the  LAB 
will  be  invited  to  join  the  meeting 
during  discussion  of  items  5-12  of  the 
agenda,  or  such  other  items  as  may  be 
determined  by  the  SEQ: 

1.  Approval  of  draft  agenda. 

2.  Summary  record  of  the  eigh¬ 
teenth  meeting. 

3.  Quarterly  oil  forecast. 

4.  Special  section  of  the  information 
system: 

(a)  Current  issues  of  quarterly  oil 
statistics  and  base  period  final  con¬ 
sumption. 

(b)  Pr(x;edure  to  adjust  base  period 
final  consumption  during  an  emergen¬ 
cy. 

(c)  Emergency  reserves  of  lEA  coun¬ 
tries. 

(d)  Emergency  reserves:  comparison 
of  national  and  lEP  rules. 

5.  Pinal  report  of  the  Working 
Group  on  Demand  Restraint,  includ¬ 
ing  Report  on  Expert  Meeting  on 
Deman(l  Restraint. 

6.  Results  of  the  Autumn  1977  test 
run  of  the  emergency  data  system. 

7.  Spring  1978  allocation  systems 
test  (AST): 

(a)  National  Emergency  Sharing  Or¬ 
ganization  (NESO)  contacts. 

(b)  Data  base. 

(c)  Preliminary  systems  test  gruide. 

(d)  Collection  of  logistics  data. 

(e)  NESO  briefing  meetings. 

(f)  AST-2— press  release. 

8.  Emergency  Management  Manual: 

(a)  Chairman’s  oral  report  on  De¬ 
cember  6  Governing  Board  meeting. 

(b)  Issue  of  new  manuals  (oral  state¬ 
ment  by  Secretariat). 

9.  National  Emergency  Sharing  Or¬ 
ganizations: 

(a)  Presentation  by  the  Netherlands 
Delegation. 

(b)  Presentation  by  the  U.S.  Delega¬ 
tion. 

10.  Appointment  of  further  Vice- 
Chairmen  and  1978  work  programme. 

11.  Future  meeting  dates. 

12.  Any  other  business. 

As  provided  in  section  252 

(c)(l)(A)(ii)  of  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act,  this  meeting  will 
not  be  open  to  the  public. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  Decem¬ 
ber  1,  1977. 

William  S.  Heffelfinger, 
Director  of  Adrhinistration, 
Department  of  Energy. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34878  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[3128-01] 

Enargy  Informatian  AdministraHoit 

WEEKLY  TELEPHONE  QUESTIONNAIRE  FOR 
COAL  BURNING  ELECTRIC  UTIUTIES 

Oaaranca  af  Farm  EIA  20 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Energy. 
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ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  git/en 
that  the  Department  of  Energy  (DOE) 
will  submit  the  EIA  20,  Weekly  Tele¬ 
phone  Questionnaire  for  Coal  Burning 
Electric  Utilities  to  the  Office  of  Man¬ 
agement  and  Budget  (OMB)  for  clear¬ 
ance. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Immediately. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Alex  Gakner,  Department  of 

Energy,  825  North  (3apitol  Street, 

Room  5008,  Washington,  D.C.  20461, 

202-275-4677. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  proposed  Form  EIA  20  provides 
for  weekly  telephone  reporting  during 
the  period  December  1,  1977  through 
April  30,  1978,  of  coal  deliveries,  coal 
stockpiles,  and  coal  consumption  by 
electric  utilities  to  assist  Government 
in  assessing  the  national  energy  situa¬ 
tion  during  the  critical  winter  and 
early  spring  months.  The  date  of  April 
30,  1978,  ending  the  reporting  period 
would  be  changed  if  the  Secretary  of 
Energy  found,  at  some  time  in  the 
future,  that  it  was  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  to  do  so. 

Coal  is  the  largest  single  energy  re¬ 
source  currently  used  for  the  genera¬ 
tion  of  electricity.  Interruptions  of  the 
electric  utilities’  coal  supply,  delays  in 
deliveries,  greater  than  anticipated  use 
because  of  deficiencies  of  other  energy 
sources  and  other  abnormal  conditions 
can,  therefore,  have  serious  impacts 
on  large  regions  of  the  country,  involv¬ 


ing  potential  reductions  of  electric 
energy  deliveries  to  industry  and  busi¬ 
ness  resulting  in  adverse  effects  on  the 
public  safety.  Many  vital  functions  in 
urban  and  rural  life  are  dependent 
upon  an  adequate  and  reliable  electric 
power  supply. 

Government  agencies  at  the  Federal, 
State,  and  local  levels  are  concerned 
with  evaluating  the  impact  of  possible 
energy  supply  shortages  and  with  for¬ 
mulating  appropriate  contingency 
plans  to  alleviate  their  undersirable 
consequences.  Because  two-thirds  of 
the  Nation’s  coal  production  is  used 
for  electricity  generation,  it  is  impor¬ 
tant  for  all  agencies  of  Government  to 
have  accurate  and  timely  information 
on  electric  utility  coal  stocks,  deliv¬ 
eries,  and  consumptions  during  a 
period  of  potential  energy  supply 
problems. 

In  a  possible  acute  energy  shortage 
situation,  there  will  be  need  for  cur¬ 
rent  data  on  a  more  frequent  basis. 
The  reporting  proposed  by  the  DOE 
will  meet  this  need  through  reporting 
of  limited  data  for  coal  burning  utility 
systems  as  a  whole,  by  telephone,  on  a 
weekly  basis. 

The  Department  proposes  to  obtain 
this  information  through  weekly  tele¬ 
phone  reports  to  the  Regional  Offices 
by  all  electric  utilities  having  coal 
firing  capability  of  at  least  25 
megawatts.  The  survey  will  be  per¬ 
formed  each  Monday.  The  Regional 
Offices  will  summarize  the  infonna- 
tion  for  each  region:  national  summar¬ 
ies  are  expected  to  be  available  in 
Washington  by  the  end  of  each  week. 


Exhibit  A  is  a  worksheet  on  which  a 
utility  can  organize  its  information  for 
rapid  transmission  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  appropriate  Regional  Office. 

Exhibit  B  contains  a  list  of  the  200 
coal-buming  electric  utilities  which 
will  be  required  to  respond  to  the 
survey. 

This  weekly  reporting  is  not  intend¬ 
ed  as  a  substitute  for  and  should  not 
be  confused  with  the  FPC  forms  237A 
and  237B  covering  the  reporting  of 
plant  fuel  emergencies.  The  Form  237 
reports  are  to  be  filed  independently 
of  the  weekly  utility  system  coal 
status  reports  as  directed  by  the  in¬ 
struction  of  the  Form,  generally  when 
plant  coal  stocks  have  declined  below 
30  days. 

The  data  on  the  EIA  20  is  collected 
pursuant  to  the  authorities  invested  in 
the  Department  by  Pub.  L.  93-275,  as 
amended,  section  5(b)(9)  and  13(b)  and 
by  F*ub.  L.  93-319,  as  amended,  section 
11(a). 

It  is  estimated  that  this  survey  will 
constitute  .5  manhours  of  burden  per 
respondent  per  week. 

The  Department  of  Energy  does  not 
believe  the  data  collected  for  the  EIA 
20  survey  to  be  of  a  confidential 
nature  and  therefore  will  not  treat  it 
as  such. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  Novem¬ 
ber  28,  1977. 

William  S.  Heffelfinger, 
Director  of  Administration. 
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U.S.  OcrAfiTrWENl  OF  bNERGY 

Energy  Information  Administration 
Washington,  D.C.  20241 


Page  4 


WEEKLY  TELEPHONE  SURVEY  OF  COAL  BURNING  UTILITIES 


I.  Reporting  Week  Ending  Midnight  Saturday: 

r 


2.  Revised  Report  Information: 

(a)  Check  here  if  this  is  a  revised  report,  and  I  I 

(b)  Enter  date  of  the  revision. 


3.  OOE  Control  Number 


MO 


DAY  YR 


4.  Utility  Name 


5.  Street/RFO/PO  Address 

_ _ _ — _ - — — — - — - - - - - - - - — . 

6.  City  I  7.  State  _____  8.  Zip  . 

j 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  i _ lr~~~ _ *-  '  •  ■  L  -  j— 

9.  Contact  Person  |  10.  Title  I  11.  Telephorso 


12.  Coal  in  stock  Saturday  midnight,  start  of  reporting  week  (Tons). 


13.  Coal  delivered  during  the  reporting  sveek  (Tons) . 

14.  Coal  consumotion  during  the  reporting  week  (Tons) . 

15.  Coal  in  stock  S-iturclay  midnight,  end  of  reporting  i\eek  (Tons) . 

16.  Estimated  burn  days  as  of  Saturday  midnight,  end  of  reporting  week  (Days) 

I 

1 7.  Utility  system  net  generation  during  reporting  week  (Megawatt-hours) . 


18.  Projected  consumption  during  the  forthcoming  week  (Tons) 


19.  Projected  coal  in  stock  Saturday  midnight,  end  of  week  following  reporting  week  (Tons) . 

20.  Estimated  burn  days  as  of  Saturday  midnight,  end  of  week  following  reporting  week  (Days) 

21.  DOE  Phone  contact  made  by:  > 

(a)  Name 


Title 

Phone 
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Olossaht  Fob  Telephonb  Questionnaire 
(Exhibit  A) 

(1)  Bum  davs.— The  number  of  days  the  sta¬ 
tion  could  continue  to  operate  by  burning 
coal  already  on  hand  assuming  no  addi¬ 
tional  deliveries  of  coal  and  an  average 
consumption  rate. 

(2)  Cool  delivered.— coal  which  has  been  de¬ 
livered  from  the  coal  supplier  to  the  elec¬ 
tric  power  plantsite. 

(3)  Consumption.— the  quantity  of  coal 
burned  for  the  generation  of  electric 
power  (in  tons). 

(4)  Megawatt-hour.— equal  to  one  megawatt 
of  power  supplied  to  or  taken  from  an 
electric  circuit  steadily  for  one  hour. 

(5)  hfet  generation.— fp:osa  generation  less 
kilowatt  hours  consumed  out  of  gross  gen¬ 
eration  for  station  use. 

(6)  Stock.— coal  which  is  stored  at  the  power 
plant  for  future  use  (in  tons). 

(7)  Tons.— 2,000  pounds. 

ATLANTA  REGIONAL  OFFICE 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority 

Duke  Power  Company 

Alabama  Power  Company 

Carolina  Power  and  Light  Company 

Tampa  Electric  Company 

Virginia  Electric  and  Power  Company 

South  Carolina  Gas  and  Electric  Company 

Southern  Electric  Generating  Company 

Kentucky  Utilities  Company 

Gulf  Power  Company 

Big  Rivers  Electric  Corporation 

South  Carolina  Public  Service  Authority 

East  Kentucky  Rural  Electric  Co-op. 

Georgia  Power  Company 
Alabama  EHectrlc  Co-op.,  Inc. 

Henderson  Municipal  Light  Department, 
Kentucky 

Mississippi  Power  Company 
Owensboro  Municipal  Utilities,  Kentucky 
University  of  North  Carolina 
Florida  Power  Corporation 
Crisp  County  Power  Commission 
Greenwood  Utility 

CHICAGO  REGIONAL  OFFICE 

Commonwealth  Edison  Company 
Detroit  Edison  Company 
Union  Electric  Company 
Public  Service  Company  of  Indiana,  Inc. 
Consumers  Power  Company 
Dasrton  Power  and  Light  Company 
Illinois  Power  Company 
Wisconsin  Electric  Power  Company 
Indianapolis  Power  and  Light  Company 
Northern  States  Power  Company 
Central  Illinois  Public  Service  Company 
Cincinnati  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
Southern  Indiana  Gas  and  EHectric  Compa¬ 
ny 

Electric  Energy  Company 
Louisville  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
Northern  Indiana  Public  Service  Company 
Commonwealth  Edison  Company  of  Indi¬ 
ana,  Inc. 

Minnesota  Power  and  Light  Company 
Wisconsin  Power  and  Light  Company 
Central  Illinois  Light  Company 
Minnkota  Power  Co-op. 

Dairyland  Power  Co-op. 

Basin  Electric  Power  Co-op. 

Iowa  Public  Service  Company 
Ames  Electric  Utility,  Iowa 
Austin  Utilities,  Minnesota 
Black  Hills  Power  &  Light  Company 
Cedar  Falls  Utilities,  Iowa 
Central  Electric  Power  Co-op.,  Missouri 
City  of  Independence  Power  &  Light  De¬ 
partment,  Missouri 

City  of  Columbia  Water  Se  Light  Plant,  Mis¬ 
souri 


Columbus  Division  of  Electricity,  Ohio 
Com  Belt  Power  Co-op. 

Crawfordsville  Electric.  Light  &  Power,  In¬ 
diana 

Detroit  Public  Lighting  Commission 
Eastern  Iowa  Light  &  Power  Co-op. 

Frankfort  Light  ds  Power  Department,  Indi¬ 
ana 

Fremont  Department  of  Utilities,  Nebraska 
Hamilton  Department  of  Public  Utilities, 
Ohio 

Holland  Board  of  Public  Works.  Michigan 
Hoosier  Energy  Division-Indiana  EIRC,  Inc. 
Interstate  Power  Company 
Iowa  Electric  Light  &  Power  Company 
lowa-Illlnois  Gas  &  Electric  Company 
Iowa  Power  &  Light  Company 
Iowa  Southern  Utilities  Company 
Lake  Superior  District  Power  Company 
Lansing  Board  of  Water  &  Light,  Michigan 
Logansport  Municipal  Utilities,  Indiana 
Madison  Gas  &  Electric  Company,  Wiscon¬ 
sin 

Manitowoc  Public  Utilities,  Wisconsin 
Marshfield  Electric  &  Water  Utilities,  Wis¬ 
consin 

Mensha  Electric  &  Water  Utilities,  Wiscon¬ 
sin 

Michigan  State  University 
Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Company 
Muscatine  Power  &  Water  Department 
Nebraska  Public  Power  District 
New  Ulm  Public  Utilities  Commission.  Min¬ 
nesota 

Northern  Michigan  Electric  Co-op.,  Inc. 
Omaha  Public  Power  District 
Otter  Tail  Power  Company 
Peru  Electric,  Light  &  Power  Department, 
Indiana 

Piqua  Municipal  Power  Plant.  Ohio 
Richmond  Power  &  Light  Department,  In¬ 
diana 

Rochester  Public  Utility  Department 
Southern  Illinois  Power  Co-op. 

Springfield  Water,  Light  &  Power  Depart¬ 
ment,  Illinois 
United  Power  Association 
Upper  Peninsula  Crenerating  Company, 
Michigan 

Upper  Peninsula  Power  Company,  Michigan 
Winnetka  Municipal  Electric  &  Water  De¬ 
partment,  Illinois 

Wisconsin  Ihiblic  Service  Corporation 
Wyandotte  Municipal  Service  Commission. 

Michigan 
Dover,  City  of 
St.  Mary’s,  City  of 
Shelby,  City  of 
Jasper.  City  of 
Washington,  City  of 
Mt.  Carmel,  City  of 
Carlyle,  City  of 
Peru,  City  of 
Rochelle,  City  of 
Western  Illinois  Power 
Coldwater,  City  of 
Gladstone,  City  of 
Grand  Haven.  City  of 
Marquette,  City  of 
Traverse,  City  of  , 

Richland,  City  of 

University  of  Wisconsin  at  Madison 

Blue  Earth,  City  of 

Fairmont,  City  of 

nibbling,  aty  of 

Moorhead,  City  of 

Sleepy  Eye.  City  of 

Springfield.  C^ty  of  (MN) 

Virginia,  City  of  (MN) 

Willmar,  City  of  (MN) 

Worthington,  City  of  (MN) 

Mt.  Pleasant,  City  of  (lA) 

Pella.  City  of  (lA) 


Sibley,  City  of  (lA) 

Webster,  City  of  (LA) 

Iowa  State  (lA) 

University  of  Iowa  (lA) 

Northwestern  Public  Service  (SD) 

Alliance,  City  of  (NE) 

Lincoln  Electric  System  (NE) 

NEW  YORK  REGIONAL  OFFICE 

Penn-sylvania  Electric  Company 
Ohio  Power  Company 
Appalachian  Power  Company 
Pennsylvania  Power  and  Light  Company 
Ohio  Edison  Company 
Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating  Company 
West  Pennsylvania  Power  Company 
Monongahela  Power  Company 
Dequesne  Light  Company 
Potomac  Electric  Power  Company 
Indiana  and  Michigan  Electric  Company 
Indiana-Kentucky  Electric  Corporation 
Columbus  and  Southern  Ohio  Electric  Com¬ 
pany 

Ohio  Valley  Electric  Corporation 
Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corporation 
Cardinal  Operating  Company 
Central  Operating  Company 
Public  Service  Electric  and  Gas  Company. 
New  Jersey 

Toledo  Edison  Company 
New  York  State  Electric  and  Gas  Corpora¬ 
tion 

Philadelphia  Electric  Company 
Kentucky  Power  Company 
Metropolitan  Edison  Company 
Atlantic  City  Electric  Company 
Baltimore  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
Beech  Bottom  Power  Company 
Burlington  Electric  Department,  Vermont 
Cleveland  Division  of  Light  &  Power,  Ohio 
Danville  Water,  Gas  &  Electric  Department, 
Virginia 

Deepwater  Operating  Company.  New  Jersey 
Delmarva  Power  &  Light  Company 
Holyoke  Water  Power  Company 
Jamestown  Board  of  Public  Utilities,  New 
York 

Orrville  Municipal  Utilities,  Ohio 
PalnesvlUe  Electric  Power  Department 
Pennsylvania  Power  Company 
Potomac  Edison  Company  of  Virginia 
Public  Service  Company  of  New  Hampshire 
Rochester  Gas  &  Electric  Corporation 
Connecticut  Light  &  Power  Company 
Hartford  Electric  Light  Company 
Potomac  Edison  Company 
UGI  Corporation,  Luzerne  Electric  Division 
Montaup  Electric  Company 
New  England  Power 
Narraganset  t  Electric  Company 
Western  Massachusetts  Electric  Company 
Wallingferd,  City  of  (CT) 

Orange  &  Rockland  Utilities 
Vineland.  City  of 

FORT  WORTH  REGIONAL  OFFICE 

Texas  Power  and  Light  Company 
Kansas  City  Power  and  Light  Company 
Public  Service  Company  of  Colorado 
Associated  Electric  Co-op 
Missouri  Public  Service  Company 
Colorado-Ute  Electric  Association,  Inc. 
Empire  District  Electric  Company 
Public  Service  Company  of  New  Mexico 
Central  Telephone  &  Utilities  Corporation 
City  Utilities  of  Springfield,  Missouri 
City  of  Colorado  Springs  Department  of 
Public  Utilities 

Kansas  City  Board  of  Public  Utilities, 
Kansas 

Kansas  Gas  &  Electric  Company 
St.  Joseph  Light  &  Power  Company.  Mis¬ 
souri 
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Kansas  Power  &  Light  Company 
Chlllichote,  City  ot  (MO) 

Marshall,  City  of  (MO) 

Sikeston,  City  of  (MO) 

Northeast  Missouri  Electric  Power  Co-op. 
(MO) 

Oklahoma  Oas  &  Electric  (OK) 
Southwestern  Electric  Power  (TX) 
Southwestern  Public  Service  (TX) 

San  Antonio  Public  Service  (TX) 
Walsenburg,  City  of  (CO) 

Raton  Public  Service  (NM) 

SAN  FRANCISCO  REGIONAL  OFFICE 

Arizona  Public  Service  Company 
Pacific  Power  and  Light  Company 
Utah  Power  and  Light  Company 
Southern  California  Edison  Company 
Nevada  Power  Company 
Montana  Power  Company 
Salt  River  Project  (AZ) 

California  Pacific  Utility  (UT) 

Provo,  City  of  (UT) 

Fairbanks,  City  of  (AK) 

Golden  Valley  Electric  Association  (AK) 

[FR  Doc.  77-34879  FUed  12-5-77;  8:45  ami 


[1505-01] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

tFRL  808-51 

PERSONS  EXPOSED  TO  TRANSURANIUM 
ELEMENTS  IN  THE  ENVIRONMENT 

Faderal  Radiation  Protaction  Guidonco  oti  Doso 
Limits 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-34328  appearing  at 
page  60956  in  the  issue  for  Wednes¬ 
day,  November  30,  1977: 

1.  In  the  “DATES”  paragraph,  third 
column,  page  60956,  “February  28, 
1977”  should  read  “February  28, 
1978”. 

2.  In  the  middle  column,  page  60959, 
delete  “and”  from  the  end  of  para¬ 
graph  “l.a.”  under  Text  of  proposed 
guidance. 


[6560-01] 

[FRL  825-3;  PF841 

PESTICIDE  AND  FOOD  ADDITIVE  PETITIONS 
Filing 

j  The  Environmental  Protection 

Agency  has  received  the  following  pe¬ 
titions  for  consideration: 

1  PP  7P1977.  Applied  Biochemists,  Inc.,  P.O, 

Box  35,  Mequon,  Wis.  53092.  Propose 
I  amending  40  CFR  180.1021  so  that  an  ex- 

!,  emption  from  tolerance  can  be  established 

for  copper  from  the  use  of  copper  mon- 
‘  othenolamine  complex  as  an  aquatic  her- 

I  bicide  in  crop  and  non-crop  irrigation  sys- 

i  terns,  potable  water  reservoirs,  farm,  fish, 

and  fire  ponds,  lakes  and  fish  hatchery 
ponds.  The  proposed  analytical  method  is 
I  a  mass  spectrophotometric  procedure. 

!  PM24  (202-755-2196). 

PAP  7H5170.  Applied  Biochemists.  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  25,  Mequon,  Wis.  53092.  Propose 
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amending  21  CFR  123.90  to  include  copper 
from  copper  monoethanolamine  complex 
when  used  as  an  algaecide  or  an  aquatic 
herbicide  to  control  aquatic  plants  in  res¬ 
ervoirs,  lakes,  ponds,  irrigation  ditches, 
and  other  potential  sources  of  potable 
water.  21  CFR  123.90  establishes  a  toler¬ 
ance  of  1  part  per  million  (ppm)  for 
copper  in  potable  water  resulting  from  the 
use  of  basic  copper  carbonate  (malachite), 
copper  sulfate,  and  copper  triethanola¬ 
mine  as  an  algaecide  and  herbicide  for 
control  of  aquatic  plants  in  the  above 
stated  sites.  PM24  (202-755-2196). 

PP  6F1865.  Chemagro  Agricultural  Division, 
Mobay  Chemical  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  4913, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  64120.  Proposes  amend¬ 
ing  40  CFR  180.349  by  establishing  toler¬ 
ances  for  combined  residues  of  the  nema- 
tocide,  Ethyl-3-methyl-4-(methylthio) 
phenyl  (1-methylethyl)  phosphoramidate 
and  its  cholinesterase-inhibiting  metabo¬ 
lites  in  or  on  the  raw  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  grapefruit,  lemons,  limes,  or¬ 
anges,  and  tangerines  at  0.75  part  per  mil¬ 
lion  (ppm).  The  proposed  analytical 
method  for  determining  residues  is  a  gas 
procedure  involving  oxidation  to  the  sul- 
fane  with  potassium  permanganate.  De¬ 
termination  is  by  gas  chromatography 
using  a  therminonic  flame  ionization  de¬ 
tector.  PM21  (202-426-2454). 

FAP  6H5150.  Chemagro  Agricultural  Divi¬ 
sion,  Mobay  Chemical  Ccrp.,  P.O.  Box 
4913,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64120.  Proposes 
{unending  21  CFR  561.232  by  establishing 
a  regulation  permitting  the  use  of  the  ne- 
matocide  Ethyl  3-methyl-4-(methylthio) 
phenyl  (1-methylethyl)  phosphoramidate 
and  its  cholinesterase-inhibiting  metabo¬ 
lites  on  the  commodities  grapefruit, 
lemons,  limes,  oriuiges  and  tiuigerines 
with  a  tolerance  limitation  of  3.0  ppm  in 
citrus  molasses  and  2.5  ppm  in  citrus  peel, 
dried  resulting  in  the  food  (uid/or  feed. 
PM21  (202-426-2454). 

PP  7F2016.  Monsanto  Agricultural  Products 
Co.,  800  North  Lindbergh  Blvd.,  St.  Louis, 
Mo.  63166.  Proposes  amending  40  CFR 
180.364  by  establishing  toleriuices  for  the 
combined  residues  of  the  herbicide  N- 
phosphonomethylglycine  (glyphosate) 
and  its  metabolite, 

aminomethylphosphonic  acid,  in  or  or  the 
following  raw  agriculturiil  commodity 
groups  le{ify  vegetables  anise  (fresh  leaf 
and  stock  only),  beet  greens  (tops),  broc¬ 
coli,  broccoli  rrab,  brussels  sprouts,  cab¬ 
bage,  cauliflower,  celery  Chinese  cabb{ige, 
collards,  dimdelion,  endive,  escarole, 
fennel,  kale,  kohlrabi,  lettuce,  mustiu’d 
greens,  parsely  rhubarb,  salsify  tops,  spin¬ 
ach,  sugar  beet  tops,  Swiss  chiu-d,  turnip 
greens  (tops),  watercress  at  0.2  ppm;  Root 
crop  vegetables  (beets,  ciurots,  chicpry, 
giu-lic,  green  onions,  horseradish,  Jerusa¬ 
lem  artichokes,  leeks,  onions,  parsnips,  po¬ 
tatoes,  itulishes,  rutabagas,  salisfy,  sh{d- 
lots,  sprine  onions,  sugar  beets,  sweep  po¬ 
tatoes  turnips,  yams)  at  0.2  ppm;  seed  {ind 
pod  vegetables  (dry  or  succulent)  (Black- 
eyed  peas,  cowpeas,  dill,  edible  soybeiuis, 
field  befuis,  field  peas,  gardenpeas,  green 
beans,  kidney  beans,  lima  beans,  navy 
beans,  okra,  peas,  pole  beans,  snap  beans, 
string  beans,  wax  beans,  other  beiuis,  fuid 
peas,  lentils)  at  0.2  ppm  and  the  liver  and 
kidney  of  cattle,  goats,  hogs,  horses,  poul¬ 
try  {uid  sheep  at  0.1  ppm.  Proposed  ima- 
lytical  method  for  determining  residues  is 
a  gas  liquid  chromatography  using  a  phos¬ 
phorous  specific  fliune  photometric  detec¬ 
tor.  PM25  (202-426-2632). 


PP  7F2011.  Sandoz,  Inc.,  Crop  Protection, 
P.O.  Box  1489,  Homestead,  Fla.  33030. 
Propose  (unending  40  CFR  180.1021  so 
that  an  exemption  from  tolerfuice  ciui  be 
established  for  copper  from  the  use  of 
copper  ethylenediiunine  complex  as  an 
(uiuatic  herbicide  in  fish  hatchery  ponds, 
lakes,  ponds,  (uid  reservoirs.  The  proposed 
(uialj^ical  method  is  a  mass  spectrophoto¬ 
metric  determination.  PM24  (202-755- 
2196). 

PAP  7H5173.  Sandoz,  Inc.,  Crop  Protection, 
P.O.  Box  1489,  Homesteiul,  Fla.  33030. 
Propose  (unending  21  CFR  123.90  to  in¬ 
clude  copper  from  copper  ethylenedia- 
mine  complex  when  used  as  (ui  algaecide 
or  (UI  (uiuatic  herbicide  to  control  (ujuatic 
pl{uits  in  reservoirs,  l(dces,  ponds,  irriga¬ 
tion  ditches,  (uid  other  potenti(d  sources 
of  potable  water.  21  CFR  123.90  estab¬ 
lishes  a  tolerance  of  1  ppm  for  copper  in 
potable  water  resulting  from  the  use  of 
basic  copper  cfu-bonate  (mal(u:hite). 
copper  sulfate,  (md  copper  triethanola¬ 
mine  as  (UI  algaecide  (uid  herbicide  for 
control  of  aquatic  plants  in  the  stated 
sites.  PM24  (202/755-2196) 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  on  any  peti¬ 
tions  to  the  Federal  Register  Section, 
Technical  Services  Division  (WH-569), 
Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  room 
401,  East  Tower,  EPA,  401  M  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460.  Three 
copies  of  the  comments  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  facilitate  the  work  of  the 
agency  and  of  others  interested  in  in¬ 
specting  them.  Inquiries  concerning 
specific  petitions  may  be  directed  to 
the  designated  Product  Manager 
(PM),  Registration  Division  (WH-567), 
Office  of  Pesticide  Progrsuns,  at  the 
above  address,  or  by  telephone  at  the 
numbers  cited.  Written  comments 
should  bear  a  notation  indicating  the 
number  of  the  petition  to  which  the 
comments  pertain.  Comments  may  be 
made  at  any  time  while  a  petition  is 
pending  before  the  Agency.  All  written 
comments  filed  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  in  the  office  of  the 
Federal  Register  Section  from  8:30 
a.m,'to  4  p.m.  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  November  29, 1977. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 
Acting  Director, 
Registration  Division. 
[FR  Doc.  77-34788  PUed  12-5-77;  8:45  (unl 


[6560-01] 

[FRL  825-4;  OPP-42032B) 

STATE  OF  SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Final  Approval  of  Stoto  Plan  for  Cortificotion 
of  Patticido  Applicotora 

.  Section  4(a)(2)  of  the  Federal  Insec¬ 
ticide,  Fungicide,  And  Rodenticide  Act 
(FIFRA),  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973;  7 
U.S.C.  136  et  seq.),  and  the  implement¬ 
ing  regulations  of  40  CFR  Part  171,  re¬ 
quire  each  State  desiring  to  certify  ap¬ 
plicators  of  restricted  use  pesticides  to 
submit  a  plan  to  EPA  for  its  certifica- 
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tion  program.  Any  State  certification 
program  under  this  section  shall  be 
maintained  in  accordance  with  the 
State  Plan  approved  imdef  this  sec¬ 
tion. 

On  October  22,  1976,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (41  PTl 
46646)  of  the  intent  of  the  Regional 
Administrator,  EPA  Region  VIII,  to 
approve  the  South  Dakota  State  plan 
for  certification  of  pesticide  applica¬ 
tors  (South  Dakota  State  plan),  conti- 
gent  upon  the  promulgation  of  imple¬ 
menting  regulations.  Contingent  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  South  Dakota  State  plan 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  December  6,  1976  (41  FR  53371). 

South  Dakota’s  implementing  regu¬ 
lations  became  effective  on  October 
20,  1977.  It  has  been  determined  that 
the  South  Dakota  State  plan  satisfies 
the  requirements  of  section  4(a)(2)  of 
the  amended  FIFRA  and  of  40  CFR 
Part  171.  Accordingly,  the  South 
Dakota  State  plan  is  approved. 

Effective  Date 

Pursuant  to  section  4(d)  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedures  Act.  5  U.S.C. 
553(d),  the  Agency  finds  there  is  good 
cause  for  providing  that  the  approval 
granted  herein  to  the  South  Dakota 
State  plan  shall  be  effective  upon  sig¬ 
nature  of  this  notice.  Delays  in  start¬ 
ing  the  work  necessary  to  implement 
the  plan  such  as  may  be  occasioned  by 
providing  some  later  date  for  this  ap¬ 
proval  are  inconsistent  with  the  public 
interest.  Accordingly,  this  approval 
shall  become  effective  immediately. 

Dated:  November  28,  1977. 

Alan  Merson, 
Regional  Administrator. 

EPA  Region  VIII. 

(FR  Doc.  77-34789  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[1505-01] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  817-4] 

MANAGEMENT  ADVISORY  GROUP  TO  THE 
MUNICIPAL  CONSTRUCTION  DIVISION 

Open  Meeting 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-33299  appearing  at 
page  59547  in  the  issue  for  FYiday,  No¬ 
vember  18,  1977,  in  the  address  given 
for  the  Executive  Secretary  at  the  top 
of  the  first  column  of  page  59548,  the 
zip  code  now  reading  “29460”  should 
have  read  “20460”, 


[6730-01] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION  . 
AGREEMENTS  FILED 

The  Federal  Maritime  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that  the  following 


agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916, 
as  amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763, 
46  U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  each  of  the  agree¬ 
ments  and  the  justifications  offered 
therefor  at  the  Washington  Office  of 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 
1100  L  Street  NW.,  Room  10126;  or 
may  inspect  the  agreements  at  the 
field  offices  located  at  New  York,  N.Y.: 
New  Orleans,  La.;  San  Francisco, 
Calif.;  and  San  Juan,  P.R.  Interested 
parties  may  submit  comments  on  each 
agreement,  including  requests  for 
hearing,  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington. 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  December  26, 
1977.  Comments  should  include  facts 
and  arguments  concerning  the  approv¬ 
al,  modification,  or  disapproval  of  the 
proposed  agreement.  Comments  shall 
discuss  with  particularity  allegations 
that  the  agreement  is  unjustly  dis¬ 
criminatory  or  unfair  as  between  carri¬ 
ers,  shippers,  exporters,  importers,  or 
ports,  or  between  exporters  from  the 
United  States  and  their  foreign  com¬ 
petitors,  or  operates  to  the  detriment 
of  the  commerce  of  the  United  States, 
or  is  contrary  to  the  public  interest,  or 
is  in  violation  of  the  Act. 

A  copy  of  any  comments  should  also 
be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreements  and  the  statement  should 
indicate  that  this  has  been  done. 

AGREEMENT  No.  T-3 187-2. 

FILING  PARTY:  Joseph  G.  Ro¬ 
senthal,  General  Manager,  Erie-West¬ 
ern  Pennsylvania  Port  Authority, 
Room  507,  Municipal  Building,  Erie, 
Pa.  16501. 

SUMMARY:  Agreement  No.  T-3187-2. 
between  the  Port  Authority  of  the 
City  of  Erie,  d.b.a.  Erie-Western  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Port  Authority  (Port)  and 
Codan  Corp.  (Codan),  modifies  the 
parties’  basic  agreement  providing  for 
the  operation  of  a  general  stevedoring 
and  warehousing  business  at  Erie  In¬ 
ternational  Marine  Terminal.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  modification  is  to  extend 
the  term  of  the  basic  agreement  for  an 
additional  period  of  7  years  and  pro¬ 
vide  for  an  adjustment  in  the  compen¬ 
sation  so  that  Codan  shall  pay  the 
Port  $62,000  per  year  plus:  (1)  10  per¬ 
cent  of  gross  customer  billings  over 
$175,000  per  year  up  to  $750,000  per 
year;  (2)  7.5  percent  of  gross  customer 
billings  from  $750,000  per  year  up  to 
$1,000,000  per  year;  and  (3)  5  percent 
of  gross  customer  billings  over 
$1,000,000  per  year.  Should  gross  cus¬ 
tomer  billings  exceed  $1,100,000  and 
$1,200,000,  respectively,  the  bases  of 
$175,000  and  $225,000,  respectively, 
shall  be  raised  to  $225,000  and 
$250,000,  respectively,  before  applica¬ 
tion  of  percentage  fees.  If  there  is  no 
further  raise  in  these  bases,  the  per¬ 


centage  fee  will  continue  at  5  percent. 
Fees  paid  for  the  use  of  the  heavy  lift 
crane  will  be  incorporated  into  the 
gross  customer  billings. 

AGREEMENT  No.  9976-3. 

FILING  PARTY:  Stanley  O.  Sher,  Es¬ 
quire.  Billig,  Sher  &  Jones.-  P.C..  2033 
K  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006. 

SUMMARY:  Agreement  No.  9976-3, 
among  the  members  of  the  Mediterra¬ 
nean  Associated  Conferences,  modifies 
the  basic  agreement  by  extending  its 
term  until  cancelled  by  the  unanimous 
consent  of  the  parties. 

AGREEMENT  No.  10317. 

PILING  PAR'TY:  R.  J.  Finnan,  Es¬ 
quire,  Pricing,  Lykes  Bros.  Steamship 
Co.,  Inc.,  300  Poydras  Street,  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.  70130. 

SUMMARY:  Agreement  No.  10317,  be¬ 
tween  Aktiebolaget  Atlantic  Cargo 
Services  (ACS)  and  Lykes  Bros.  Steam¬ 
ship  Co.,  Inc.  (Lykes),  establishes  an 
arrangement  whereby  the  parties  will 
interchange  containers,  trailers,  and 
related  equipment  for  use  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  operation  of  Lykes  and 
ACS  services  between  points  in  the 
United  States  and  Continental  Europe 
and  the  United  Kingdom. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  November  30,  1977. 

Francis  C.-  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  77-34849  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[6730-01] 

AGREEMENT  FILED 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  has  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  for  approval  pursuant 
to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916,  as  amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75 
Stat.  763,  46  U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  1100  L  Street 
NW.,  Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the 
agreement  at  the  field  Offices  located 
at  New  York.  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La., 
San  Francisco,  Calif,,  and  San  Juan, 
P.R.  Comments  on  such  agreements, 
including  requests  for  hearing,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573  on  or  before  December  16, 
1977.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on 
the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide 
a  clear  and  concise  statement  of  the 
matters  upon  which  they  desire  to 
adduce  evidence.  An  allegation  of  dis¬ 
crimination  or  unfairness  shall  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  statement  describing 
the  discrimination  or  unfairness  with 
particularity.  If  a  violation  of  the  Act 
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or  detriment  to  the  Commerce  of  the 
United  States  is  alleged,  the  statement 
shall  set  forth  with  particularity  the 
acts  and  circumstances  said  to  consti¬ 
tute  such  violation  or  detriment  to 
commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing 
the  agreement  (as  indicated  herein¬ 
after)  and  the  statement  should  indi¬ 
cate  that  this  has  been  done. 

Kommandittselskapet  Det  Bergenske 

Dampskibsselskab  Star  Cruises, 

Partnership  Sea  Cruises,  Komman¬ 
dittselskapet  Royal  Viking  Sea  A/ 

S,  AND  Royal  Viking  Line  A/S 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  ap¬ 
proval  by: 

David  C.  Nolan,  Esq.,  Graham  &  James, 

One  Maritime  Plaza,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

94111. 

Agreement  No.  9859-2  is  a  joint  ser¬ 
vice  agreement  among  Kommanditt¬ 
selskapet  Det  Bergenske  Dampskibs¬ 
selskab  Star  Cruises,  Partnership  Sea 
Cruises  consisting  of  Sea  Cruises  A/S 
and  Sonor  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.,  Kom¬ 
mandittselskapet  Royal  Viking  Sea  A/ 
S  and  Royal  Viking  Line  A/S.  Royal 
Viking  Line  A/S  manages  the  cruise 
operations  conducted  under  the  name 
of  Royal  Viking  Line,  which  presently 
operates  the  passenger  vessels  Royal 
Viking  Sea,  Royal  Viking  Star,  and 
Royal  Viking  Sky. 

Agreement  No.  9859-2  consists  of  the 
following: 

1.  A  joint  service  agreement  among 
the  above-mentioned  parties.  (9859-2) 

2.  A  partnership  agreement  forming 
the  limited  partnership  Kommanditt¬ 
selskapet  Royal  Viking  Sea  A/S  which 
will  take  over  the  ownership  of  the  M/ 
S  Royal  Viking  Sea  on  or  about  De¬ 
cember  20,  1977,  from  K/S  A/S  Good¬ 
will,  one  of  the  parties  to  Agreement 
No.  9859-1.  (9859-2-A) 

3.  A  management  agreement  be¬ 
tween  Kommandittselskapet  Royal 
Viking  Sea  A/S  (owners)  and  Royal 
Viking  Line  A/S  (manager)  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  operation  of  the  Royal 
Viking  Sea.  (9859-2-B) 

Agreement  No.  9859-2  will  modify 
and  supersede  Agreement  No.  9859-1 
which  modified  and  superseded  Agree¬ 
ment  No.  9859  which  established  the 
joint  service  known  as  Royal  Viking 
Line. 

According  to  the  Agreement  the 
three  ships  will  be  operated  in  a  pool 
in  top  class  worldwide  cruise  trade 
under  the  name  of  Royal  Viking  Line 
with  the  object  of  achieving  the  best 
possible  financial  result  and  spreading 
of  the  risk. 

The  Agreement  provides  for  qualifi¬ 
cations  to  be  a  shareholder  in  Royal 
Viking  Line  A/S  which  is  responsible 
for  the  planning  and  everyday  oper¬ 
ation  of  the  cruise  business  and  the 
combined  sales  activities,  and  the 
hotel  business  ashore  and  aboard. 


To  carry  out  the  marketing  and  sale 
and  any  other  assignments  as  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  owners  and  the  manager. 
Royal  Viking  Line,  Inc,  has  been  es¬ 
tablished  with  its  head  office  in  San 
Francisco,  Calif,  It  is  a  wholly-owned 
subsidiary  of  the  manager,  Royal 
Viking  Line  A/S, 

The  Agreement  further  provides  for, 
among  other  things,  partnership 
(owners)  meeting:  responsibilities  of 
each  owner  and  of  the  manager;  divi¬ 
sion  of  revenues  and  expenses  and 
profit  or  loss;  insurance  and  salvage; 
sale  or  loss;  competition:  conference 
membership;  rates,  ticket  prices, 
public  charges,  costs  and  custom;  in¬ 
formation  and  notices  to  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission;  termination; 
exclusion  (expulsion);  and  arbitration 
and  interpretation. 

The  Agreement  can  be  terminated  at 
the  earliest  on  January  1,  1988,  and 
thereafter  on  18  months’  notice. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission.  * 

Dated:  November  30, 1977. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34850  Filed  12-5-77;  8:42  am) 


[6210-01] 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
DELTA  BANCSHARES  CO. 

Acquisition  of  Bonk 

Delta  Bancshares  Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C, 
1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  70  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Security 
Bank  of  Manchester,  Manchester,  Mo. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in 
acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors 
or  at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St. 
Louis.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment 
on  the  application  should  submit  views 
in  writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  December  22, 
1977. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  November  30,  1977. 

Griffith  L,  Garwood, 
Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34844  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  ami 


[6210-01] 

WALTER  E.  HELLER  INTERNATIONAL  CORP. 

Request  for  Determination  and  Notice 
Providing  Opportunity  for  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  request 
has  been  made  to  the  Board  of  Gover¬ 


nors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
2(g)(3)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  of  1956  (12  U.S.C.  1841(g)(3)) 
(“the  Act’’),  by  Walter  E.  Heller  Inter¬ 
national  Corp.,  Chicago,  Ill.  (“Walter 
Heller’’),  for  a  determination  that 
Walter  Heller,  indirectly  through  its 
subsidiary,  American  National  Bank  & 
Trust  Co.  of  Chicago,  Chicago,  Ill. 
(“American”),  which  has  transferred 
96  percent  of  the  outstanding  voting 
shares  of  Suburban  Trust  &  Savings 
Bank,  Oak  Park,  Ill.  (“Bank”),  to 
Messrs.  Denis  J.  Daly,  Jerome  J. 
Brault,  and  Sheldon  Lavin  (“Purchas¬ 
ers”),  is  not  nor  will  be  in  fact  capable 
of  controlling  Purchasers  notwith¬ 
standing  that  Purchasers  are  indebted 
to  American  as  a  result  of  American’s 
financing  the  purchase  of  said  shares 
and  that  American  recommended  the 
appointment  of  two  directors  to 
Bank’s  board  of  directors. 

Section  2(g)(3)  of  the  Act  provides 
that  shares  transferred  after  January 
1,  1966,  by  any  bank  holding  company 
(or  any  company  which  but  for  such 
transfer,  would  be  a  bank  holding 
company)  directly  or  indirectly  to  any 
transferee  that  is  indebted  to  the 
transferor  or  has  one  or  more  officers, 
directors,  trustees,  or  beneficiaries  in 
common  with  or  subject  to  control  by 
the  transferor,  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
indirectly  owned  or  controlled  by  the 
transferor,  unless  the  Board,  after  op¬ 
portunity  for  hearing,  determines  that 
the  transferor  is  not,  in  fact,  capable 
of  controlling  the  transferee. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  that,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  2(g)(3)  of  the  Act,  an  op¬ 
portunity  is  provided  for  filing  a  re¬ 
quest  for  oral  hearing.  Any  such  re¬ 
quest  or  written  comments  on  the  ap¬ 
plication  should  be  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  (in  duplicate)  to  the  Secretary, 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  Washington.  D.C.  20551, 
to  be  received  no  later  than  December 
28,  1977.  If  a  request  for  oral  hearing 
is  filed,  each  request  should  contain  a 
statement  of  the  nature  of  the  re¬ 
questing  person’s  interest  in  the 
matter,  his  reasons  for  wishing  to 
appear  at  an  oral  hearing,  and  a  sum¬ 
mary  of  the  matters  concerning  which 
such  person  wishes  to  give  testimony. 
The  Board  subsequently  will  designate 
a  time  and  place  for  any  hearing  it 
orders,  and  will  give  notice  of  such 
hearing  to  the  transferor,  the  trans¬ 
feree,  and  all  persons  that  have  re¬ 
quested  an  oral  hearing.  In  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  request  for  an  oral  hearing, 
the  Board  will  consider  the  requested 
determination  on  the  basis  of  docu¬ 
mentary  evidence  filed  in  connection 
with  the  application. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  November  30, 1977. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Deputy  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34845  FUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 
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[4110-89] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  Education 

STATE  STUDENT  INCENTIVE  GRANT  PROGRAM 

AND  STATE  STUDENT  FINANCIAL  ASSIST¬ 
ANCE  TRAINING  PROGRAM 

Cluing  Dotot  for  Receipt  of  State  Application* 
for  Fiscal  Year  1978 

This  notice  specifies  closing  dates 
for  receipt  of  State  applications  for 
fiscal  year  1978  funds  under  the  State 
Student  Incentive  Grant  Program 
(SSIGP)  and  the  State  Student  Finan¬ 
cial  Assistance  Training  Program 
(SSPATP).  These  two  programs  are 
separately  authorized  under  the 
Higher  Education  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended:  SSIGP  by  Title  IV-A,  sec¬ 
tion  415  (20  U.S.C.  1070C-1070C-4)  to 
assist  States  in  providing  initial  and 
continuation  grants  to  imdergraduate 
students  with  substantial  financial 
need;  and  SSFATP  by  section  493C  (20 
U.S.C.  1088b-3)  to  help  States  design 
and  develop  programs  to  increase  the 
proficiency  of  institutional  and  State 
financial  aid  administrators  in  all  as¬ 
pects  of  student  financial  assistance. 
Both  authorizations  sp^ify  that  appli¬ 
cations  must  be  submitted  by  the  des¬ 
ignated  agency  in  each  State  responsi¬ 
ble  for  State  scholarship/grrant  pro¬ 
grams;  thus,  applications  for  both  pro¬ 
grams  must  be  submitted  by  the  same 
agency  in  each  State. 

As  specified  in  the  authorizations, 
applications  will  be  accepted  from  the 
50  States,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Guam,  American  Samoa,  the  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands,  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Trust  Ter¬ 
ritory  of  the  Pacific  Islands.  Requests 
for  fiscal  year  1978  SSIG  funds  must 
be  received  by  the  Office  of  Education 
on  or  before  January  16,  1978;  re¬ 
quests  for  SSFATP  funds  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  April  14,  1978. 

Closing  date:  January  16,  1978  for 
SSIG  and  April  14,  1978  for  SSFAT. 

A.  Application  forms  and  informa¬ 
tion:  Required  application  forms  for 
SSIGP  and  SSPATP  will  be  maUed  to 
officials  of  designated  State  agencies 
at  least  30  days  before  the  due  date 
for  submission.  These  forms  contain 
tables  showing  basic  allotment 
amounts  for  individual  States  under 
each  program,  together  with  specific 
instructions  for  requesting  the  Federal 
funds. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  program 
regulations  and  pertinent  instructions. 

B.  Applications  sent  by  mail:  Under 
each  of  these  programs,  an  application 
sent  by  mail  should  be  addressed  to: 
Dr.  Richard  L.  McVity,  Director,  State 
Student  Incentive  (Drrant  Program 
(SSIGP),  Bureau  of  Student  Financial 
Assistance,  U.S.  Office  of  Education, 


400  Maryland  Avenue  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20202.  Applications  must  be 
received  in  the  SSIG  program  office 
on  or  before  the  closing  date.  The 
Office  of  Education  suggests  that  ap¬ 
plicants  consider  the  use  of  registered 
or  certified  mail  as  explained  below,  to 
assure  meeting  the  established  dead¬ 
lines. 

An  application  sent  by  mail  wiU  be 
considered  to  be  received  on  time  by 
the  State  Student  Incentive  Grant 
Program  if: 

(1)  The  application  was  sent  by  reg¬ 
istered  or  certified  mail  not  later  than 
January  11,  1978,  for  SSIGP  and  not 
later  than  April  10,  1978,  for  SSPATP, 
as  evidenced  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark  on  the  wrapper  or  envelope, 
or  on  the  original  receipt  from  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service:  or 

(2)  The  application  is  received  on  or 
before  the  closing  date  by  either  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion  mail  rooms  in  Washington,  D.C. 
In  establishing  the  date  of  receipt,  the 
Commissioner  will  rely  on  the  time- 
date  stamp  of  these  mail  rooms  or 
other  documentary  evidence  of  receipt 
maintained  by  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  or 
the  U.S.  Office  of  Education. 

C.  Hand-delivered  applications:  An 
application  to  be  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion,  State  Student  Incentive  Grant 
Program,  room  3674,  Regional  Office 
Building  No.  3,  7th  and  D  Streets  SW., 
Washington,  D  C.  Hand  delivered  ap¬ 
plications  will  be  accepted  daily  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  8  a.m.  and  4  p.m., 
except  Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  Feder¬ 
al  holidays.  Applications  will  not  be 
accepted  after  4  p.m.  on  the  closing 
date. 

D.  Program  information:  Applica¬ 
tions  are  required  annually  for  both 
SSIGP  and  SSFATP.  In  formulating 
applications,  the  designated  State 
agencies  will  be  guided  by  the  allot¬ 
ment  tables  provided  with  the  applica¬ 
tion  forms.  In  each  program,  basic 
State  allotments  are  determined  by 
formula  and  are  not  subject  to  negoti¬ 
ation.  For  SSIGP,  States  may  also  re¬ 
quest  a  share  of  reallotments,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  their  basic  allotments,  contin¬ 
gent  upon  the  availability  of  such 
funds  through  release  by  any  States 
unable  to  use  all  their  basic  allot¬ 
ments.  In  FY  1977,  all  50  States,  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  5  outlying 
areas  participated  in  the  SSIGP  stu¬ 
dent  assistance  delivery  network. 

Only  $50  million  of  the  SSIG  appro¬ 
priation  for  FY  1978  is  authorized  for 
initial  student  awards.  As  provided  in 
45  CFR  192.3(f),  States  may  divide 
their  applications  for  SSIGP  basic  al¬ 
lotments  betw'een  initial  and  continu¬ 
ation  student  awards  to  meet  their  in¬ 
dividual  requirements;  however,  if  the 
total  of  all  State  requests  for  initial 


student  awards  exceeds  the  $50  mil¬ 
lion  authorized  for  these  awards,  the 
Office  of  Education  reserves  the  right 
to  adjust  State  requests  in  order  to 
conform  with  the  overall  initial 
awards  authorization. 

Amounts  available  to  individual 
States  for  SSFATP  for  FY  1978  will  be 
based  on  State  allotments  in  the  Sup¬ 
plemental  Educational  Opportunity 
Grant,  College  Work  Study,  and  Na¬ 
tional  Direct  Student  Loan  programs. 
Application  forms,  to  be  supplied  to 
agency  officials  in  March,  will  contain 
lists  of  State  entitlements.  States  in 
the  second  year  of  this  program 
should  focus  their  applications  on  con¬ 
tinuation  of  activities  already  under 
way.  For  States  not  participating  in 
FY  1977  (Alaska,  Hawaii.  Mississippi. 
New  Hampshire,  and  Pacific  and 
Virgin  Islands),  FY  1978  applications 
will  need  to  indicate  plans  for  begin¬ 
ning  SSFATP  programs. 

E.  For  further  information  contact 
Dr.  Richard  L.  McVity,  Director,  State 
Student  Incentive  Grant  Program, 
Bureau  of  Student  Financial  Assist¬ 
ance,  U.S,  Office  of  Education,  400 
Maryland  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20202.  Telephone  202-245-2201. 

F.  Applicable  regulations:  Regula¬ 
tions  applicable  to  these  programs  ap¬ 
peared  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
September  14,  1977;  final  regulations 
for  SSIGP  (45  CFR  Part  192)  were  re¬ 
published  begirming  at  page  46049, 
and  SSFATP  regulations  (45  CFR 
Part  178a)  were  published  as  final 
rules  beginning  at  page  46047. 

(SSIGP-20  U.S.C.  1070C-1070C-4; 
SSPATP— 20  U.S.C.  1088b-3.) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Numbers:  13.548,  State  Student  Incentive 
Grant  Program:  and  13.582,  State  Student 
Financial  Assistance  Training  Program.) 

Dated:  November  29,  1977. 

Ernest  L.  Boyer, 
Commissioner  of  Education. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34857  PUed  12-5-77;  8.45  ami 


[4110-03] 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
BACTERIAL  VACCINES  AND  TOXOIDS  PANEL 
Mooting  Chango 

AGENCY;  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion. 

ACTION;  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Bacterial  Vaccines 
and  Toxoids  Panel  meeting  scheduled 
for  December  12  and  13,  1977,  in  Room 
130,  6110  Executive  Boulevard,  Rock¬ 
ville,  Md.,  has  been  changed  to  meet  in 
Room  121,  Building  29.  National  Insti¬ 
tutes  of  Health,  8800  Rockville  Pike, 
Bethesda,  Md.  20014. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 
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Jack  Gertzoe.  Bureau  of  Biologies 
(HFB-5),  Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration.  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation.  and  Welfare,  8800  Rockville 
Pike.  Bethesda,  Md.  20014,  301-443- 
5455. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Under  the  Federal  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  Act  of  October  6,  1972  (Pub.  L.  92- 
463,  86  Stat.  770-776  (5  U.S.C.  App.  D), 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
(FDA)  annoimced  in  a  notice  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  of  No¬ 
vember  18,  1977  (42  FR  59553),  meet¬ 
ings  of  FDA  public  advisory  commit¬ 
tees  and  other  required  information  in 
accordance  with  provisions  set  forth  in 
section  10(a)(1)  and  (2)  of  the  act. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
meeting  of  the  Bacterial  Vaccines  and 
Toxoids  Panel  scheduled  for  Decem¬ 
ber  12  and  13,  1977,  in  Room  130,  6110 
Executive  Boulevard,  Rockville,  Md., 
has  been  changed  to  meet  in  Room 
121,  Building  29,  National  Institutes  of 
Health.  Bethe^a,  Md.  20014.  The 
open  public  hearing  will  begin  at  9 
a.m.  on  December  12. 

Dated:  November  29, 1977. 

William  F.  Randolph, 
Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 
[FR  Doc.  77-34795  PUed  12-5-77;  8:45  ami 


[4110-03] 

Food  and  Drug  Adminictratien 

[Docket  No.  77N-0405] 

AFLATOXIN  CONTAMINATION  OF  MILK 

Establithmant  of  AcNon  Lovol 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  an- 
noimces  the  establishment  of  an 
action  level  for  aflatoxin  contamina¬ 
tion  of  fluid  milk  products.  The 
agency  has  recently  (^inducted  studies 
that  show  that  aflatoxin  contamina¬ 
tion  of  milk  in  at  least  four  southeast¬ 
ern  States  is  a  potentially  serious 
public  health  problem.  Therefore,  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  has 
established  a  0.5  part  per  billion  (ppb) 
action  level  for  aflatoxin  contamina¬ 
tion  of  fluid  milk  products.  This  notice 
informs  affected  persons  of  the  agen¬ 
cy’s  regulatory  posture  on  this  matter 
and  notifies  interested  persons  of  the 
availability  of  material  the  agency  has 
relied  on  in  establishing  this  action 
level,  and  it  announces  the  availability 
of  an  administrative  guideline  on  the 
action  level  for  aflatoxin  contamina¬ 
tion  of  fluid  milk  products. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  may  be 
fUed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk  (HFC- 
20),  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
Room  4-65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rock¬ 
ville.  Md.  20857. 


NOTICES 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Caesar  A.  Roy,  Bureau  of  Foods 
(HFF-310),  Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration.  Department  of  Health.  Edu¬ 
cation.  and  Welfare,  200  C  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20204,  202- 
245-1186. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
21  CFR  109.4(bK2),  issued  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  September  30,  1977 
(42  FR  52819),  the  Commissioner  an¬ 
nounces  that  an  action  level  of  0.5  ppb 
has  been  established  for  aflatoxin  M, 
contamination  of  fluid  milks,  i.e., 
whole  milk,  skim  milk  and  low-fat 
milk. 

Aflatoxins  are  a  group  of  chemically 
related  toxins  produced  as  natural  by¬ 
products  during  the  growth  of  certain 
common  molds.  The  major  member  of 
the  group,  aflatoxin  Bi,  is  a  highly 
toxic  chemical  that  causes  acute  liver 
damage  in  exposed  animals  and  exhib¬ 
its  highly  potent  cancer-producing 
properties. 

When  aflatoxins  are  ingested  by 
dairy  cattle  a  majority  of  the  toxin  is 
eliminated  in  excreta,  but  a  portion  of 
the  aflatoxin  Bi  may  be  converted 
through  normal  biological  processes  of 
the  dairy  cattle  to  a  metabolite,  desig¬ 
nated  as  Ml,  which  can  be  excreted  in 
the  the  milk.  The  aflatoxin  M,, 
though  less  potent  than  Bi,  has  been 
shown  to  cause  liver  cancer  in  certain 
animals. 

There  are  no  tolerances  established 
under  section  406  of  the  Federal  Food. 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C. 
346)  for  aflatoxin  metabolites  in  foods. 
Therefore,  in  the  absence  of  toler¬ 
ances.  FDA  has  established  this  action 
level  for  aflatoxin  Mi  based  on  infor¬ 
mation  available  to  the  agency  that  is 
summarized  in  its  report,  "Action 
Level  for  Aflatoxin  M,  in  Milk.”  A 
copy  of  this  report  and  each  of  the 
references  cited  in  the  report  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  examination  in  the 
office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  (HFC-20), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  room 
4-65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md. 
20857. 

An  administrative  guideline  setting 
forth  the  0.5  ppb  action  level  for  afla¬ 
toxin  Ml  contamination  of  fluid  milk 
products  has  been  ordered  for  print¬ 
ing.  The  administrative  guideline  will 
include  information  on  analytical 
methodology  to  be  used  by  FDA  to  de¬ 
termine  compliance  with  the  action 
level  and  information  on  sampling  pro¬ 
cedures.  Copies  of  the  administrative 
guideline  are  available  for  public  ex¬ 
amination  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  at  the  above-named  address.  Re¬ 
quests  for  single  copies  of  the  guide¬ 
line  may  be  made  in  writing  to  the 
Public  Records  and  Documents  Center 
(HFC-18),  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion.  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md. 


20857.  Such  requests  will  be  honored 
as  soon  as  practicable  after  FDA  re¬ 
ceives  the  printed  copies  of  the  admin¬ 
istrative  guideline. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  to 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration.  written  comments  (pref¬ 
erable  with  four  copies  and  identified 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk  docket  number 
foimd  in  brackets  in  the  heading  of 
this  document)  regarding  this  action, 
level.  Received  comments  are  available 
for  public  examination  in  the  office  of 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  from  9  a.m.  to  4 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  December  1, 1977. 

William  F.  Randolph, 
Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34948  PUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[411(M)3] 

Food  and  Drug  AdminUtration 
[Docket  No.  76N-0705] 

COLOR  ADDITIVE  PETITIONS 
FD4C  Rod  No.  40  Working  Group;  Mooting 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration  annoimces  that  the 
Working  Group  on  FD&C  Red  No.  40 
will  meet  on  December  19  and  20, 
1977,  to  evaluate  new  data  that  have 
been  submitted  during  the  past  year 
from  chronic  mouse-feeding  studies  of 
the  color  additive.  This  meeting  will 
be  held  in  Room  1409  of  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  Building.  200  C 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20204, 
beginning  at  9:30  am.  The  morning 
session  on  December  19  (9:30  a.m.  to 
12  noon),  will  be  open  to  the  public  for 
the  presentation  of  data.  Information, 
and  views  by  interested  persons. 

FOR  FUR-THER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Gerad  L.  McCowln,  Bureau  of  Foods 
(HFF-334),  Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation.  and  Welfare,  200  C  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20204,  202- 
472-5740. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
By  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
December  7.  1976  (41  FR  53546),  FDA 
announced  the  formation  and  first 
meeting  of  an  interagency  working 
group  composed  of  scientists  from 
FDA,  the  National  Center  for  Toxico- 
loglcal  Research  of  FDA  (NCTR),  and 
the  National  Cancer  Institute  (NCI)  to 
review  the  results  of  mouse-feeding 
studies  being  conducted  on  FDdeC  Red 
No.  40  as  well  as  other  available  data 
on  the  color  additive.  These  studies 
and  a  chronic  rat-feeding  study  were 
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begun  in  late  1974  and  early  1975 
under  the  sponsorship  of  Allied 
Chemical  Corp.  by  Hazleton  Laborato¬ 
ries,  Vienna,  Va.,  to  fulfill  require¬ 
ments  of  the  British  and  Canadian 
governments  for  listing  of  the  color 
additive  for  use  In  foods  In  their  covm- 
tries.  The  color  additive  FD&C  Red 
No.  40  is  currently  “permaneptly” 
listed  for  use  in  food,  drugs,  and  cos¬ 
metics  under  §§74.340,  74.1340,  and 
74.2340  (21  CFR  74.340,  74.1340,  and 
74.2340)  of  the  color  additive  regvUa- 
tlons. 

In  February  1976,  Hazleton  Labora¬ 
tories  report^  that  the  results  of  the 
study  in  the  rat  were  unremarkable; 
however,  they  did  report  the  occur¬ 
rence  of  lymphomas  at  an  early  age  in 
the  test  mice.  At  the  suggestion  of 
FDA,  a  second  chronic-feeding  study 
in  the  mouse  was  initiated  in  mid-1976 
to  determine  whether  the  early  onset 
for  lymphomas  apparently  detected  in 
the  first  mouse  study  would  be  dupli¬ 
cated.  Since  April  1976,  FDA  has  been 
closely  monitoring  both  studies  and 
has  received  monthly  reports  of  their 
progress.  The  progress  reports  have 
been  available  to  the  public  under  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
552). 

The  Interagency  Working  Group 
was  to  advise  the  Commissioner  as  to 
the  conclusions  on  the  safety  of 
FD4cC  Red  No.  40  for  food  use.  In 
their  interim  report,  which  was  made 
available  in  February  1977,  and  which 
is  on  public  display  iifthe  office  of  the 
Hearing  CHerk,  the  Working  Group 
concluded  that  the  data  to  date  were 
too  preliminary  to  make  a  final  deci¬ 
sion  on  the  carcinogenicity  of  FD&C 
Red  No.  40  to  CD-I  mice.  They  ad¬ 
vised  that  the  data  were  incomplete, 
and  relatively  small  changes  in  the 
numbers  of  animals  foimd  to  have 
lymphohemopoietic  tumors  could  have 
the  effect  of  changing  the  statistical 
significance  of  some  of  the  data  and 
consequent  interpretations  as  to  the 
biological  significance  of  all  the  data. 
They  concluded  that  a  final  decision 
would  have  to  wait  at  least  until  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  first  mouse-feeding 
study. 

This  first  mouse-feeding  study  has 
now  been  completed,  and  the  final 
report  was  received  on  September  30, 
1977.  Further,  the  second  mouse  study 
has  progressed  far  enough  to  allow  a 
comparison  of  its  early  trends  with 
those  of  the  recently  completed  study. 
In  addition,  the  final  report  on  the 
rat-feeding  study  is  expected  to  be 
available  by  December  1,  1977,  Thus, 
the  available  data  are  considered  to  be 
sufficient  to  warrant  reconvening  the 
Working  Group. 

The  composition  of  the  Working 
Group  has  changed  since  the  forma¬ 
tion  notice  of  December  7,  1976.  Dr. 
Robert  Squire  has  recently  left  NCI 
and  taken  a  pdsition  at  Johns  Hopkins 


University.  In  addition,  it  htis  been  dis¬ 
covered  that  Dr.  Charles  Frith  is  a 
contract  employee  at  NCTTR  from  the 
University  of  Arkansas  and,  therefore, 
ineligible  to  participate  in  an  internal 
government  working  group.  These  two 
persons  have  been  replaced  on  the 
FD&C  Red  No.  40  Working  Group  by 
Dr.  Jerrold  Ward,  NCI  and  Dr.  Morris 
Weinberger,  FDA,  Dr.  Kenneth  C. 
Chu  of  NCI,  who  participated  in  the 
previous  meetings  as  an  alternate 
member,  and  Dr.  John  Gart  (NCI),  Dr. 
David  Gaylor  (NCTTR),  and  Mr.  James 
Winbush,  statisticians,  who  served  as 
consultants  during  the  previous  meet¬ 
ings,  have  been  given  permanent 
status  on  the  Working  Group. 

The  present  members  of  the  Work¬ 
ing  Group  and  their  governmental  af¬ 
filiations  are: 

Chairman:  Dr.  Albert  C.  Kolbye,  Jr.,  Asso¬ 
ciate  Director  for  Science  in  the  Bureau  of 
Foods,  FDA. 

1.  Dr.  Richard  Bates,  Associate  Commis¬ 
sioner  for  Science,  FDA. 

2.  Dr.  Kenneth  C.  Chu.  NCI. 

3.  Dr.  Clprlano  Cueto,  NCI. 

4.  Dr.  Morris  Cranmer.  FDA. 

5.  Dr.  Gary  Flamm,  FTDA  (formerly  NCI). 

8.  Dr.  George  Wolff.  NCTR. 

7.  Dr.  Jerrold  Ward.  NCI. 

8.  Dr.  Morris  Weinberger,  FDA. 

9.  Dr.  John  Gart,  NLCI. _ 

10.  Dr.  David  Gaylor,  NCTTR. 

11.  Mr.  James  Winbush,  FDA. 

The  Working  Group  will  report  to 
the  Commissioner  and  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  Foods  promptly,  follow¬ 
ing  completion  of  its  review  of  the  re¬ 
sults  currently  available.  Although 
such  a  report  is  an  interagency  memo¬ 
randum.  the  Commissioner  has  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  Working  Group’s 
report  should  be  made  available  to  the 
public  as  soon  as  it  is  received. 

The  next  meeting  of  the  Working 
Group  will  be  held  at  9:30  a.m.  on  De¬ 
cember  19  and  20,  1977,  in  Room  1409, 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  Build¬ 
ing,  200  C  Street  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20204.  Although  the  Working 
Group  is  an  internal  government  body, 
and  not  an  advisory  committee  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (5  U.S.C.  Appendix  I), 
the  Commissioner  believes  that  it 
would  be  beneficial  to  provide  for 
public  contributions  to  the  Working 
Group’s  review.  Accordingly,  the 
morning  session  on  December  19,  1977 
(9:30  a.m.  to  12  m.)  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  At  the  commencement  of  the 
session,  representatives  from  the 
Bureau  of  Foods  will  summarize  the 
results  of  the  studies  thus  far  and 
offer  some  preliminary  analysis  of 
their  significance.  The  balance  of  the 
morning  session  will  be  reserved  for 
the  presentation  of  data,  information, 
and  views  by  interested  persons.  Per¬ 
sons  who  desire  to  make  a  presenta¬ 
tion  should  notify  Albert  C.  Kolbye, 
Jr.,  M.D.,  Bureau  of  Foods,  202-245- 
1301,  by  the  close  of  business  on  De¬ 


cember  16,  1977,  and  indicate  the 
amount  of  time  they  wish  to  be  allo¬ 
cated  for  their  presentation.  Persons 
who  are  vmable  to  appear  in  person  on 
December  19.  1977,  may  submit  data, 
information,  and  views  in  writing  to 
Albert  C.  Kolbye,  Jr.,  M.D..  Bureau  of 
Foods  (HFF-100),  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration,  200  C  Street  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20204,  by  the  close  of 
business  on  December  16, 1977. 

Dated:  December  1, 1977. 

William  F.  Randolph, 
Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34949  FUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4110-08] 

National  hotitutas  of  Hoolth 

REPORT  ON  BIOASSAY  OF  DAPSONE  FOR 
POSSIBLE  CARaNOGENICITY 

Availability 

Dapsone  has  been  tested  for  cancer- 
causing  activity  with  rats  and  mice  in 
the  carcinogenesis  program.  Division 
of  Cancer  Cause  and  Prevention,  Na¬ 
tional  Cancer  Institute.  A  report  is 
available  to  the  public. 

Summary.  A  bioassay  of  dapsone, 
4,4'-sulfonyldianiline.  for  possible  car¬ 
cinogenicity  was  conducted  by  admin¬ 
istering  the  test  material  in  feed  to  Fi¬ 
scher  344  rats  and  B6C3F1  mice. 

Groups  of  35  rats  and  35  mice  of 
each  sex  were  administered  dapsone  at 
one  of  two  doses,  either  600  or  1,200 
ppm  for  rats  and  either  500  or  1,000 
ppm  for  mice.  The  rats  and  mice  were 
treated  for  78  weeks;  the  rats  were 
then  observed  for  26-28  weeks,  the 
mice  for  28-30  weeks.  Matched  con¬ 
trols  consisted  of  groups  of  15  untreat¬ 
ed  rats  and  14  untreated  mice  of  each 
sex;  pooled  controls,  used  for  statisti¬ 
cal  evaluation,  consisted  of  the 
matched  controls  combined  with  30 
male  and  30  female  imtreated  rats  and 
29  male  and  29  female  untreated  mice 
from  similarly  performed  bioassays  of 
two  other  test  chemicals.  All  surviving 
rats  were  killed  at  104-106  weeks,  all 
surviving  mice  at  106-108  weeks. 

'Treated  rats  and  mice  had  lower 
mean  body  weights  than  the  corre¬ 
sponding  controls;  when  treatment 
was  discontinued  at  week  78  both  spe¬ 
cies  showed  some  increase  in  body 
weight.  Survival  among  rats  was  imaf- 
fected  by  treatment  with  dapsone; 
adequate  numbers  of  animals  survived 
for  meaningful  statistical  analyses  of 
the  incidences  of  tumors.  Dapsone  did 
not  adversely  affect  the  siirvlval  of 
mice,  as  shown  by  the  test  for  positive 
dose-related  trend.  Suppurative  bron¬ 
chopneumonia  was  found  in  some  mice 
in  all  matched-control  and  treated 
groups.  Several  control  males  died 
early  in  the  study,  while  survival  of 
the  other  groups  of  mice  was  not  af¬ 
fected  until  week  75. 
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Among  rats,  mesenchymal  tumors  of 
the  abdominal  organs  or  peritoneal  tis¬ 
sues  occurred  in  13/35  low-dose  males 
and  22/33  high-dose  males.  None  oc¬ 
curred  among  control  males  or  among 
control  or  treated  females.  The  most 
commonly  occurring  tumors  were  fi¬ 
broma,  fibrosarcoma,  or  sarcoma,  NOS 
(not  otherwise  specified),  of  the  spleen 
and  the  peritoneum.  In  male  rats, 
these  mesenchymal  tumors  of  the 
spleen  occurred  in  a  statistically  sig¬ 
nificant  incidence  in  both  treated 
groups  (low-dose  6/34,  P= 0.006;  high- 
dose  14/32,  P<0.001)  when  compared 
with  pooled  controls.  In  the  peritone¬ 
um,  the  incidences  of  these  mesenchy¬ 
mal  tumors  were  significant  in  both 
treated  groups  (low-dose  5/35, 
P=0.014;  high-dose  6/33,  P=0.005) 
when  compared  with  the  pooled  con¬ 
trols.  No  tumors  related  to  treatment 
were  found  in  female  rats. 

Among  the  mice,  there  were  no 
tumors  that  could  clearly  be  related  to 
treatment. 

It  is  concluded  that  under  the  condi¬ 
tions  of  this  bioassay,  dapsone  was  not 
carcinogenic  for  female  Fischer  344 
rats  or  B6C3F1  mice  of  either  sex. 
Dapsone  was  carcinogenic  (sarcoma- 
genic)  for  male  Fischer  344  rats,  caus¬ 
ing  mesenchymal  tumors  in  the  spleen 
and  the  peritoneum. 

Single  copies  of  the  report  are  avail¬ 
able  from  the  Office  of  Cancer  Com¬ 
munications,  National  Cancer  Insti¬ 
tute,  Building  31,  room  10A21,  Nation¬ 
al  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Md. 
20014. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.393,  Cancer  CauiK*  and  Pre¬ 
vention  Research.) 

Dated:  November  28,  1977. 

Donald  S.  Fredrickson, 
Director, 

National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34438  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4110-08] 

National  Institutas  of  Hooith 

CLINICAL  APPLICATIONS  AND  PREVENTION 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Mooting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Clinical  Applications  and  Prevention 
Advisory  Committee,  Division  of  Heart 
and  Vascular  Diseases,  National  Heart, 
Lung,  and  Blood  Institute,  January 
25-26,  1978,  Federal  Building,  Confer¬ 
ence  Room  6C01,  Bethesda,  Md. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  on  January  25-26,  from  9  a.m. 
to  adjournment,  when  the  Committee 
will  review  the  progress  of  programs  in 
the  Epidemiology,  Biometrics  Re¬ 
search,  Clinical  Trials  and  Preventive 
Cardiology  Branches.  The  Committee 
will  also  review  and  recommend  new 


initiatives  for  consideration  by  the  Di¬ 
vision  of  Heart  and  Vascular  Diseases 
in  these  areas. 

Mr.  York  Onnen,  Chief,  Public  In¬ 
quiries  and  Reports  Branch,  National 
Heart,  Lung,  and  Blood  Institute. 
Building  31,  Room  5A03,  National  In¬ 
stitutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Md., 
20014,  phone  301-496-4236,  will  pro¬ 
vide  summaries  of  the  meeting  and 
rosters  of  the  Committee  members. 
Dr.  William  J.  Zukel,  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Committee,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  Room  4C10,  Bethesda,  Md..  20014, 
phone  301-496-2533,  will  furnish  sub¬ 
stantive  program  information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.837,  National  Institutes  of 
Health.) 

Dated:  November  28,  1977, 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34677  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  ami 


[4110-08] 

DENTAL  CARIES  PROGRAM  ADVISORY 
COMMIHEE 

Maeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Dental  Caries  Program  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee,  National  Institute  of  Dental 
Research,  on  February  6-7,  1978,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health,  Building 
3 1C,  Conference  Room  8,  Bethesda, 
Md. 

The  entire  meeting  will  be  open  to 
the  public  from  9  a.m.  to  5  p.m.  on 
February  6,  and  from  9  a.m.  to  ad¬ 
journment  on  February  7,  to  discuss 
research  progress  and  ongoing  plans 
and  programs  of  the  National  Caries 
FTogram.  Attendance  by  the  public 
will  be  limited  to  space  available. 

Dr,  James  P.  Carolos,  Associate  Di¬ 
rector,  National  Caries  Program,  Na¬ 
tional  Institute  of  Dental  Research,' 
National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Westwood  Building,  Room  528,  Be¬ 
thesda,  Md.  20014,  phone  number  301- 
496-7239,  will  furnish  rosters  of  com¬ 
mittee  members,  a  summary  of  the 
meeting,  and  other  information  per¬ 
taining  to  the  meeting. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.840,  National  Institutes  of 
Health.) 

Dated:  November  29,  1977. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34678  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4110-08] 

NATIONAL  DIABETES  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Moating 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Diabetes  Advisory  Board  on 
January  18,  1978,  8:30  a.m.  to  5  p.m.,  in 
Conference  Room  5051,  HEW-North 
Building  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  at  330  Independence  Avenue 
SW..  Washington.  D.C. 

In  addition  to  the  meeting  of  the 
Board,  there  will  be  a  meeting  of  the 
Executive  Committee  on  January  19, 
1978,  in  Washington,  D.C.  The  time 
and  meeting  location  may  be  obtained 
by  contacting  Mr.  Raymond  M. 
Kuehne,  Executive  Director  of  the 
Board,  P.O.  Box  20174,  Bethesda,  Md. 
20014,  301-496-6045. 

The  meetings,  which  will  be  open  to 
the  public,  are  being  held  to  continue 
review  of  the  status  and  implementa¬ 
tion  of  the  long-range  plan  to  combat 
diabetes  formulated  by  the  National 
Commission  on  Diabetes.  Attendance 
by  the  public  will  be  limited  to  space 
available. 

Mr.  Raymond  M.  Kuehne,  Executive 
Director  of  the  Board  (address  above) 
will  provide  summaries  of  the  meeting 
and  a  roster  of  the  committee  mem¬ 
bers. 

Dated:  November  28,  1977.' 

Suzanne  L.  F^meau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34676  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4110-12] 

Office  of  the  Socrotary 
OFFICE  OF  PUBLIC  AFFAIRS 

Statomont  of  Mittion,  Organixation,  and 
Functions 

Part  A  of  the  Statement  of  Mission, 
Organization,  and  Functions  for  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  Office  of  the  Secretary,  is 
amended  to  delete  Chapter  1  H,  Assis¬ 
tant  Secretary  (Public  Affairs),  38  FR 
24241,  September  6,  1973.  The  revised 
Chapter  will  be  coded  AP  and  reads  as 
follows: 

Section  AP.OO.  Mission.  The  mission 
of  the  Office  of  Public  Affairs  is  to 
serve  as  the  Secretary’s  principal 
public  affairs  policy  advisor;  to  provide 
centralized  professional  leadership 
and  continuous  monitoring  and  evalu¬ 
ation  of  Department-wide  policies, 
procedures,  and  operating  practices  re¬ 
garding  public  affairs  activities,  and  to 
administer  the  FYeedom  of  Informa¬ 
tion  Act. 

Sec.  AP.IO.  Organization.  The 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  headed  by  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  Affairs, 
who  reports  to  the  Secretary,  consists 
of  the  following  organizations: 
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The  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Public  Affairs. 

Planning  and  Evaluation  Public  Affairs 
Staff. 

Inspector  General  Public  Affairs  Staff. 

Media  Relations  Division. 

Freedom  of  Information  Divison. 

Regional  Operations  Division. 

Review  and  Outreach  Division. 

Editorial  Operations  Division. 

Sec.  AP.20.  Functions— A.  The  Office 
of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Public 
Affairs.  Provides  executive  leadership, 
policy  direction,  and  management 
strategy  for  the  Department’s  public 
affairs  programs  and  activities. 

Counsels  and  acts  for  the  Secretary 
and  the  Department  in  carrying  out 
responsibilities  under  statutes,  Presi¬ 
dential  directives,  and  Secretarial 
orders  for  informing  the  media,  gener¬ 
al  public,  specialized  audiences,  HEW 
employees,  and  other  Federal  employ¬ 
ees  about  the  program,  policies,  and 
services  of  the  Department. 

Establishes  and  enforces  policies  and 
practices  which  produce  an  accurate, 
clear,  efficient,  and  consistent  flow  of 
information  to  the  media,  general 
public  and  other  audiences  a'oout  De¬ 
partmental  programs  and  activities. 

Maintains  channels  and  procedures 
for  transmitting  to  Departmental 
policy  officials  information  on  how 
the  Department’s  programs  and  pro¬ 
posals  are  view'ed  by  the  media  and 
both  the  general  and  specialized  pub¬ 
lics. 

Consults  on  the  selection  of  key 
public  affairs  personnel  in  the  Princi¬ 
pal  Operating  Components  (POCs) 
and  the  Regions. 

Establishes  guidelines  and  standards 
(with  the  Office  of  Personnel  and 
Training)  for  development,  training, 
promotions,  detailed,  and  related  mat¬ 
ters  for  the  public  affairs  personnel  in 
the  Department. 

Concurs  in  all  public  affairs  plans 
and  budgets  for  the  POC’s  and  region¬ 
al  offices  and  otherwise  exercises  func¬ 
tional  supervision  over  their  public  af¬ 
fairs  activities. 

Ensures  coordination  among  public 
affairs  components.  Manages  public 
affairs  issues  and  si}ecial  activities 
that  cut  across  POC  lines. 

Reviews  and  approves  all  publica¬ 
tions  and  audio  visual  materials  pro¬ 
duced  with  Departmental  funds.  Pro¬ 
vides  administrative  and  budgetary 
services  for  the  Office  of  Public  Af¬ 
fairs. 

A.l.  Office  of  Planning  and  Evalua¬ 
tion  Public  Affairs  Staff.  Provides 
advice  and  assistance  on  all  public  af¬ 
fairs  matters  to  the  Office  of  Planning 
and  Evaluation,  Office  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary.  in  consultation  with  the  Assis¬ 
tant  Secretary  for  Public  Affairs. 

Assists  in  the  preparation 'of  press 
releases,  articles,  speeches,  and  related 
materials. 

Provides  information  to  news  gath¬ 
ering  and  reporting  media  on  planning 
and  evaluation  issues. 


Arranges  interviews  and  other  direct 
contacts  with  media  representatives. 

Coordinates  with  other  elements  of 
OASPA  the  public  affairs  activities  of 
P&E. 

A. 2.  Inspector  General  Public  Affairs 
Staff.  Provides  advice  and  assistance 
on  all  public  affairs  matters  to  the 
Office  of  Inspector  General  (OIG), 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  in  consulta¬ 
tion  with  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Public  Affairs. 

Assists  in  the  preparation  of  press 
releases,  articles,  speeches,  and  related 
materials. 

Provides  information  to  news  gath¬ 
ering  and  reporting  media  on  issues  re¬ 
lating  to  the  OIG. 

Arranges  interviews  and  other  direct 
contacts  with  media  representatives. 

Coordinates  with  other  elements  of 
OASPA  the  public  affairs  activities  of 
OIG. 

B.  Media  Relations  Division.  Headed 
by  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Media  Relations  who  reports  directly 
to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Public 
Affairs. 

Plans,  directs  and  coordiates  the  is¬ 
suances  of  public  information  from 
HEW  to  the  press  and  broadcast 
media. 

Prepares  news  releases  and  other 
news  material  for  the  Secretary  and 
other  top  Department  officials. 

Reviews  and  clears  all  news  releases 
and  other  new  material  prepared  by 
HEW  components. 

Coordinates  and  arranges  news  con¬ 
ferences,  briefings,  interviews,  and  ap¬ 
pearances  by  the  Secretary  and  other 
key  HEW  oHicials  with  the  press  and 
broadcast  media. 

C.  Freedom  of  Information  Division. 
Administers  the  Freedom  of  Informa¬ 
tion  Act  (FOIA)  and  the  HEW  regula¬ 
tions  implementing  that  law.  Develops 
policy  guidelines  and  training  pro¬ 
grams  for  all  HEW  components  re¬ 
garding  the  FOIA  and  related  legisla¬ 
tion,  i.e.,  the  Privacy  Act,  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act,  and  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  the  Sunshine  Act;  and,  to¬ 
gether  with  staff  of  the  Office  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Counsel,  assists  in  development  of 
HEW-  regulations  implementing  these 
statutes.  Provides  responses  to  re¬ 
quests  made  under  the  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Act  and  determines  the 
availability  of  records  and  information 
under  the  law  and  HEW  regulations. 

Coordinates  with  the  Office  of  Fair 
Information  Practices  in  resolving 
questions  which  overlap  the  FOIA  and 
the  Privacy  Act  regarding  release  of 
records. 

Directs  operation  of  the  FOIA 
Room,  HEW  Publications  Library,  and 
Visitors  Information  Center.  Provides 
policy  guidance  on  and  maintains  the 
index  of  materials  required  by  FOIA. 

D.  Regional  Operations  Division. 
Advises  the  ASPA  on  all  regional 
public  affairs  issues  and  procedures. 


Informs  the  ASPA  of  all  regional 
public  affairs  issues. 

Provides  technical  assistance,  direc¬ 
tion.  and  general  information  to  public 
affairs  staff  in  the  Regions. 

Coordinates  public  affairs  activities 
among  Regions. 

Provides  briefing  materials  for  Presi¬ 
dential  and  secretarial  travel  to  the  re¬ 
gions. 

Serves  as  liaison  between  the  region¬ 
al  staff  aod  headquarters  agencies. 

E.  Review  and  Outreach  Division. 
Under  the  direction  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Public  Affairs,  estab¬ 
lishes  Department  policy  and  proce¬ 
dures  for  the  procurement,  design, 
production,  distribution,  and  quality 
control  of  publications,  audiovisual 
products,  and  exhibits. 

Reviews  and  clears  all  publications, 
audiovisual  products,  and  exhibits. 

Reviews  audiovisual  and  publica¬ 
tions  aspects  of  HETW  public  affairs 
components’  plans  to  ensure  they  are 
supportive  of  Departmental  priorities 
and  standards. 

Provides  technical  assistance  on  de¬ 
velopment  of  publications  and  audiovi¬ 
sual  products. 

Provides  the  central  coordinating 
function  with  HEW  for  outreach  ac¬ 
tivities,  including  citizen  participation 
and  involvement. 

Initiates,  designs,  and  effects  out¬ 
reach  and  citizen  participation  pro¬ 
grams  with  national  and  community 
organizations,  minority  and  women’s 
groups,  organizations  for  the  handi¬ 
capped,  student  and  public  interest 
groups,  and  individuals  which  are  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  broad  range  of  poli¬ 
cies.  progrrams,  and  issues  of  the  De¬ 
partment. 

Coordinates,  assists,  and  maintains 
liaison  with  all  elements  of  the  De¬ 
partment,  including  the  Regions,  in¬ 
volved  in  outreach  and  citizen  partici¬ 
pation  activities. 

Acts  as  the  central  resource  within 
HEW  for  information  on  national  or¬ 
ganizations  and  interest  groups.  Con¬ 
ducts  seminars  and  conferences  to 
achieve  productive  citizen  interaction 
with  HEW  issues,  programs  and  poli¬ 
cies. 

F.  Editorial  Operations  Division. 
Serves  as  the  principal  resource  within 
the  Department  for  preparing,  review¬ 
ing,  and  editing  written  materials  re¬ 
flecting  HEW  policy. 

Prepares  speeches,  statements,  arti¬ 
cles,  and  related  material  for  the  Sec¬ 
retary  and  other  top  Departmental  of¬ 
ficials. 

Drafts  other  materials  for  non-De- 
partmental  publications. 

Edits  Congressional  testimony  of  De¬ 
partmental  officials. 

Directs  the  preparation  of  publica¬ 
tions  with  Department-wide  implica¬ 
tions  such  as  HEW  Now  and  the 
Green  Sheet. 

Manages  the  Public  Affairs  Re¬ 
source  Center  containing  information 
on  HEW  programs  and  activities. 
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Directs  the  HEW  Speakers’  Bureau. 
Screens  requests  for  the  Secretary’s 
speaking  engagements  and  coordinates 
the  scheduling  of  speaking  engage¬ 
ments  of  other  policy-level  officials  of 
the  Department. 

Dated:  November  22,  1977. 

Hale  Champion, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34818  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4210-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Faderal  Disaster  Assistance  Administratian 

[Docket  No.  NFD-585:  FDAA-542-DR] 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Major  Disaster 
Declaration 

AGENCY:  Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  Notice  amends  the 
Notice  of  Major  Disaster  Declaration 
for  the  State  of  North  Carolina 
(FDAA-542-DR),  dated  November  9, 
1977. 

DATED:  November  14,  1977, 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Frank  J.  Muckenhaupt,  Chief,  Pro¬ 
gram  Support  Staff,  Federal  Disas¬ 
ter  Assistance  Administration,  De¬ 
partment  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment,  Washington,  D.C,  20410, 
202-634-7825. 

NOTICE:  The  Notice  of  major  disaster 
for  the  State  of  North  Carolina  dated 
November  9,  1977,  is  hereby  amended 
to  include  the  following  counties 
among  those  areas  determined  to  have 
been  adversely  affected  by  the  catas¬ 
trophe  declared  a  major  disaster  by 
the  President  in  his  declaration  of  No¬ 
vember  9,  1977: 

The  counties  of:  » 

Catawba,  Haywood,  Henderson,  Ruther¬ 
ford. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Thomas  P.  Dunne, 
Administrator,  Federal  Disaster 
Assistance  Administration. 
[FR  Doc.  77-34866  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4210-01] 

[Docket  No.  NFD-586;  FDAA-542-DR] 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

Notka  of  Major  DUattar  and  Ralotod 
Dafarminationt 

AGENCY:  Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration. 


FEDERAL 


ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  is  a  notice  of  the 
Presidential  declaration  of  a  major  di¬ 
saster  for  the  State  of  North  Carolina 
(PDAA-542-DR),  dated  November  9, 
1977,  and  related  determinations. 

DATED:  November  9, 1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Frank  J.  Muckenhaupt,  Chief  Pro¬ 
gram  Support  Staff,  Federal  Disas¬ 
ter  Assistance  Administration,  De¬ 
partment  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment,  Washington,  D.C.  20410, 
202-634-7825. 

NOTICE:  Pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  by  the  President 
under  Executive  Order  11795  of  July 
11,  1974,  and  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Secretary  under  Department  of  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development  Delega¬ 
tion  of  authority.  Docket  No.  D-74- 
285;  and  by  virtue  of  the  Act  of  May 
22,  1974,  entitled:  “Disaster  Relief  Act 
of  1974’’  (88  Stat.  143);  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  November  9, 
1977,  the  President  declared  a  major 
disaster  as  follows: 

I  have  determined  that  the  situation  in 
certain  areas  of  the  State  of  North  Carolina 
resultuig  from  severe  storms  and  flooding 
beginning  about  November  4,  1977,  is  of  suf¬ 
ficient  severity  and  magnitude  to  warrant  a 
major  disaster  declaration  under  Pub.  L.  93- 
288.  I  therefore  declare  that  such  a  major 
disaster  exists  in  the  State  of  North  (Taroli- 
na. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11795, 
and  delegated  to  me  by  the  Secretary 
under  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Delegation  of  Au¬ 
thority,  Docket  No.  D-74-285, 1  hereby 
appoint  Mr.  Joe  D.  Winkle  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Disaster  Assistance  Administra¬ 
tion  to  act  as  the  Federal  Coordinating 
Officer  for  this  declared  major  disas¬ 
ter.  As  Federal  Coordinating  Officer, 
he  is  authorized  to:  (1)  Establish  an 
Office  of  the  Federal  Coordinating  Of¬ 
ficer;  (2)  form  emergency  support 
teams  of  Federal  personnel  to  be  de¬ 
ployed  in  the  area  affected  by  this 
major  disaster;  and  (3)  issue  mission 
assignments  to  other  Federal  agencies 
for  logistical  support  of  the  Office  of 
the  Federal  Coordinating  Officer,  Di¬ 
saster  Assistance  Centers,  and  emer¬ 
gency  support  teams,  he  is  further  au¬ 
thorized  to  obligate  funds  from  the 
President’s  Disaster  Relief  Fund  for 
the  accomplishment  of  the  above- 
listed  functions. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
areas  to  have  been  adversely  affected 
by  this  declared  major  disaster. 

The  counties  of; 

Ashe,  Avery,  Buncombe,  Burke,  Caldwell, 
Madison,  McDowell,  Mitchell,  Polk,  Wa¬ 
tauga,  Wilkes,  and  Yancey. 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Thobias  P.  Dunne, 
Administrator,  Federal 
Disaster  Assistance  Administration. 
[FR  Doc.  77-34864  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  ami 


[4210-01] 

[Docket  No.  NFD-584:  POAA-544-DR] 

TENNESSEE 

Notica  af  Major  DUostar  and  Ralolad 
Dalarminationt 

AGENCY:  Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  is  a  notice  of  the 
Presidential  declaration  of  a  major  di¬ 
saster  for  the  State  of  Tennessee 
(FDAA-544-DR),  dated  November  12, 
1977,  and  related  determinations. 

DATED:  November  12,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Frank  J.  Muckenhaupt,  Chief,  Pro¬ 
gram  SuppKjrt  Staff,  Federal  Disas¬ 
ter  Assistance  Administration,  De¬ 
partment  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment,  Washington,  D.C.  20410, 
202-634-7825. 

NOTICE:  Pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  Hpusing  and 
Urban  Development  by  the  President 
under  Executive  Order  11795  of  July 
11,  1974,  and  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Secretary  under  Department  of  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development  Delega¬ 
tion  of  Authority,  Docket  No.  D-74- 
285;  and  by  virtue  of  the  Act  of  May 
22,  1974,  entitled:  “Disaster  Relief  Act 
of  1974’’  (88  Stat.  143);  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  November  12, 
1977,  the  President  declared  a  major 
disaster  as  follows: 

I  have  determined  that  the  situation  in 
certain  afcas  of  the  State  of  Tennessee  re¬ 
sulting  from  severe  storms  and  flooding  be¬ 
ginning  about  November  4.  1977,  is  of  suffi¬ 
cient  severity  and  magnitude  to  warrant  a 
major  disaster  declaration  under  Pub.  L.  93- 
288.  I  therefore  declare  that  such  a  major 
disaster  exists  in  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11795, 
and  delegated  to  me  by  the  Secretary 
under  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Delegation  of  Au¬ 
thority,  Docket  No.  D-74-285, 1  hereby 
appoint  Mr.  Robert  E.  Connor  of  the 
Federal  Disaster  Assistance  Adminis¬ 
tration  to  act  as  the  Federal  Coordi¬ 
nating  Officer  for  this  declared  major 
disaster.  As  Federal  Coordinating  Offi¬ 
cer,  he  is  authorized  to:  (1)  Establish 
an  Office  of  the  Federal  Coordinating 
Officer;  (2)  form  emergency  support 
teams  of  Federal  personnel  to  be  de- 
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ployed  in  the  area  affected  by  this 
major  disaster;  and  (3)  issue  mission 
assignments  to  other  Federal  agencies 
for  logistical  support  of  the  Office  of 
the  Federal  Coordinating  Officer,  Di¬ 
saster  Assistance  Centers,  and  emer¬ 
gency  support  teams.  He  is  further  au¬ 
thorized  to  obligate  funds  from  the 
President’s  Disaster  Relief  Fund  for 
the  accomplishment  of  the  above- 
listed  functions. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
areas  to  have  been  adversely  affected 
by  this  declared  major  disaster. 

The  counties  of: 

Carter,  Cocke,  Greene,  Johnson,  Unicoi, 
and  Washington. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 

14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Thomas  P.  Dunne, 
Administrator,  Federal  Disaster 
Assistance  Administration. 

[PR  Doc.  77-34863  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4210-01] 

[Docket  No.  NFD-587:  FDAA-543-DR] 

VIRGINIA 

Major  Oitattor  and  Related  Determinationt 

AGENCY:  Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  is  a  notice  of  the 
Presidential  declaration  of  a  major  di¬ 
saster  for  the  State  of  Virginia 
(FDAA-543-DR),  dated  November  12, 
1977,  and  related  determinations. 

DATED:  November  12.  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

FYank  J.  Muckenhaupt,  Chief,  Pro¬ 
gram  Support  Staff,  Federal  Disas¬ 
ter  Assistance  Administration,  De¬ 
partment  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment,  Washington,  D.C.  20410, 
202  634-7825. 

NOTICE;  Pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  by  the  President 
under  Executive  Order  11795  of  July 
11,  1974,  and  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Secretary  under  Department  of  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development  Delega¬ 
tion  of  Authority,  Docket  No.  D-74- 
285;  and  by  virtue  of  the  Act  of  May 
22.  1974,  entitled:  “Disaster  Relief  Act 
of  1974’’  (88  Stat.  143);  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  November  12, 
1977,  the  President  declared  a  major 
disaster  as  follows: 

I  have  determined  that  the  situation  in 
certain  areas  of  the  State  of  Virginia  result¬ 
ing  from  severe  storms  and  flooding  begin¬ 
ning  about  October  31,  1977,  is  of  sufficient 
severity  and  magnitude  to  warrant  a  major 
disaster  declaration  under  Pub.  L.  93-288.  I 
therefore  declare  that  such  a  major  disaster 
exists  in  the  State  of  Virginia. 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11795, 
and  delegated  to  me  by  the  Secretary 
under  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Delegation  of  Au¬ 
thority,  Docket  No.  D-74-285, 1  hereby 
appoint  Mr.  Arthur  T.  Doyle,  FDAA 
Region  III,  to  act  as  the  Federal  Co¬ 
ordinating  Officer  for  this  declared 
major  disaster. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
areas  to  have  been  adversely  affected 
by  this  declared  major  disaster 

The  counties  of: 

Grayson,  Lee,  Pulaski,  Smyth,  and  Wash¬ 
ington. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 

14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Thomas  P.  Dunne, 
Administrator,  Federal 

Disaster  Assistance  Administration. 

[PR  Doc.  77-34865  PUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4210-01] 

[Docket  No.  NFD-588;  FDAA-543-DR] 

VIRGINIA 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Major  Disaster 
Declaration 

AGENCY:  Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  amends  the 
notice  of  major  disaster  declaration 
for  the  State  of  Virginia  (FDAA-543- 
DR),  dated  November  12,  1977. 

DATED:  November  17,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Frank  J.  Muckenhaupt,  Chief,  Pro¬ 
gram  Support  Staff,  Federal  Disas¬ 
ter  Assistance  Admininstration,  De¬ 
partment  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment,  Washington,  D.C.  20410, 
202-634-7825. 

NOTICE:  The  Notice  of  major  disaster 
for  the  State  of  Virginia  dated  Novem¬ 
ber  12.  1977,  is  hereby  amended  to  in¬ 
clude  the  following  areas  among  those 
areas  determined  to  have  been  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  the  catastrophe  de¬ 
clared  a  major  disaster  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  in  his  declaration  of  November 
12,  1977: 

The  county  of  Buchanan. 

The  city  of  Radford  and  the  Wythe-Bland 
Water  and  Sewer  Authority  in  Carroll 
County. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 

14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Thomas  P.  Dunne, 
Administrator,  Federal  Disaster 
Assistance  Administration. 

[PR  Doc.  77-34867  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4210-01] 

Offico  of  Intoretoto  Land  Salat  Rogittrotien 

[Docket  No.  N-77-820;  Docket  No.  77-136- 
IS;  OILSR  No.  0-4078-49-6451 

FLYING  “L"  RANCH 
Hearing 

Pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(e)  and  24 
CFR  1720.165(b)  notice  is  hereby  given 
that: 

1.  Flying  “L’’  Ranch,  Lost  Bridge  Vil¬ 
lage.  Inc.  and  M.  N.  Bodine,  president, 
its  officers  and  agents,  hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  “Respondent”,  being  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Interstate 
Land  Sales  Full  Disclosure  Act  (Pub. 
L.  90-448)  (15  U.S.C.  1701,  et  seq.)  re¬ 
ceived  a  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Op¬ 
portunity  for  Hearing  dated  Septem¬ 
ber  20,  1977,  which  was  sent  to  the  de¬ 
veloper  pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(b), 
24  CFR  1710.45(a)(1)  and  1720.120 
based  on  information  obtained  by  the 
Office  of  Interstate  Land  Sales  Regis¬ 
tration  showing  that  the  Statement  of 
Record  and  Property  Report  for 
Plying  “L”  Ranch  located  in  Bandera 
County,  Tex.,  contain  untrue  state¬ 
ments  of  material  fact  or  omit  to  state 
material  facts  required  to  be  stated 
therein  or  necessary  to  make  the 
statements  therein  not  misleading. 

2.  The  Respondent  filed  an  Answer 
received  November  21,  1977,  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  Notice  of  Proceedings 
and  Opportunity  for  Hearing. 

3.  In  said  Answer  the  Respondent  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  allegations 
contained  in  the  Notice  of  Proceedings 
and  OppKjrtunity  for  Hearing. 

4.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24  CFR 
1720.160(d),  it  is  hereby  order.  That  a 
public  hearing  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  evidence  on  the  questions  set 
forth  in  the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and 
Opportunity  for  Hearing  will  be  held 
before  Judge  James  W.  Mast,  in  room 
7143,  Department  of  HUD.  451  Sev¬ 
enth  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
January  5,  1978  at  10  a.m. 

5.  The  following  time  and  procedure 
is  applicable  to  such  hearing:  The  par¬ 
ties  are  directed  to  file  all  affidavits 
and  a  list  of  all  witnesses  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  HUD  Building,  room 
10278,  Washington,  D.C.  20410,  on  or 
before  December  19,  1977.  Copies  of 
all  documents  filed  should  be  served  at 
the  same  time  on  all  parties  of  record. 

6.  The  Respondnent  is  hereby  noti¬ 
fied  that  failure  to  appear  at  the 
above  scheduled  hearing  shall  be 
deemed  a  default  and  the  proceedings 
shall  be  determined  against  Respon¬ 
dent,  the  allegations  of  which  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  true,  and  an  order  Sus¬ 
pending  the  Statement  of  Record, 
herein  identified,  shall  be  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  24  CFR  1710.45(b)(1).  This 
notice  shall  be  served  upon  the  Re¬ 
spondent  forthwith  pursuant  to  24 
CFR  1720.440. 
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Dated:  November  22,  1977. 

By  the  Secretary. 

James  W.  Mast, 

Chief,  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34861  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 

[4210-01] 

[Docket  No.  NFD-821:  Docket  No.  ED-77- 

10-IS;  OILSR  No.  0-03968-04-729-(A)] 

RIDGEVIEW  VILLAGE,  UNIT  NO.  3 
Hearing 

Pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(c)  and  24 
CFR  1720.165(b)  Notice  is  hereby 
given  that: 

1.  Ridgeview  Village,  Unit  No.  3,  El 
Dorado  Hills,  Calif.,  Pacific  States  De¬ 
velopment  Corp.,  its  officers  and 
agents,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  “Re¬ 
spondent,”  being  subject  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Interstate  Land  Sales  Full 
Disclosure  Act  (Pub.  L.  90-448)  (15 
U.S.C.  1701,  et  seq.)  received  a  Notice 
of  Suspension  dated  November  8,  1977, 
which  was  sent  to  the  developer  pursu¬ 
ant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(c),  24  CFR 
1710.45(b)(3)  and  1720.131  based  on  in¬ 
formation  obtained  by  the  Office  of 
Interstate  Land  Sales  Registration 
showing  that  the  statement  of  Record 
and  Property  Report  for  Pacific  State 
Development  Corp.,  Ridgeview  Village 
Unit  No.  3,  El  Dorado  Hills,  Calif.,  con¬ 
tain  untrue  statements  of  material 
fact  or  omit  to  state  material  facts  re¬ 
quired  to  be  stated  therein  or  neces¬ 
sary  to  make  the  statements  therein 
not  misleading. 

2.  The  Respondents  filed  an  Answer 
received  November  22,  1977,  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  Order  of  Suspension. 

3.  In  said  Answer  the  Respondent  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  allegations 
contained  in  the  Order  of  Suspension. 

4.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  15  U.S.C.  1706(c)  and  24  CFR 
1720.165(b),  it  is  hereby  ordered.  That 
a  public  hearing  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  evidence  on  the  questions  set 
forth  in  the  Order  of  Suspension  will 
be  held  before  Judge  James  W,  Mast, 
in  Room  510,  211  Main  Street,  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  94105  at  2  p.m. 

5.  The  following  time  and  procedure 
is  applicable  to  such  hearing:  The  par¬ 
ties  are  directed  to  file  all  affidavits 
and  a  list  of  all  witnesses  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  HUD  Building,  Room 
10278,  Washington,  D.C.,  20410  on  or 
before  December  9,  1977.  Copies  of  all 
documents  filed  should  be  served  at 
the  same  time  on  all  parties  of  record. 

6.  The  Respondent  is  hereby  notified 
that  failure  to  appear  at  the  above 
scheduled  hearing  shall  be  deemed  a 
default  and  the  proceedings  shall  be 
determined  against  Respondent,  the 
allegations  of  which  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  true,  and  an  Order  Suspending 
the  Statement  of  Record,  herein  iden¬ 
tified,  shall  be  issued  pursuant  to  24 
CFR  1710.45(b)(3). 


This  Notice  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Respondent  forthwith  pursuant  to  24 
CFR  1720.440. 

Dated:  November  30,  1977. 

•  By  the  Secretary. 

James  W.  Mast, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 
CFR  Doc.  77-34862  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 

[4210-01] 

Offic*  of  tha  Secretary 

(Docket  No.  N- 77-818] 

NEW  COMMUNITY  DEVELOPMENT 
CORPORATION 

Appointment  of  Member*  of  Board  of  Director* 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development. 

ACTION:  Notice  is  given  of  the  ap¬ 
pointment  of  members  of  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  New  Community  De¬ 
velopment  Corp. 

SUMMARY:  The  names  of  the  five  Di¬ 
rectors  of  the  New  Community  Devel¬ 
opment  Corporation  appointed  by  the 
Secretary  are  listed,  as  well  as  the 
other  two  members,  who  are  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Manager  of  the  Corporation  and 
the  Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development. 

ADDRESS:  Relies  Docket  Clerk, 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  room  5218, 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  451  Seventh  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr,  William  J.  White,  General  Man¬ 
ager,  New  Community  Development 
Corporation,  room  7106,  Department 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development, 
451  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 20410. 

Notice 

Pursuant  to  section  729(b)(3)  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1970,  Milton  Davis,  Robert  C. 
Embry,  Jr.,  Neva  Kaiser,  Victor  H.  Pal¬ 
mier!,  and  Jane  Cahill  Pfeiffer  have 
been  appointed  members  of  the  Board 
of  Directors  of  the  New  Community 
Development  Corporation  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment. 

William  J.  White  is  the  General 
Manager  of  the  New  Community  De¬ 
velopment  Corporation  and  serves  as  a 
member  of  the  Board  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  729(b)(2)  of  the  aforementioned 
Act;  section  729(b)(1)  of  the  Act  pro¬ 
vides  that  the  Secretary  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development  shall  be  the 
Chairperson  of  the  Board.  The  seven 
named  individuals  comprise  the  com¬ 
plete  Board  as  authori^d  by  section 
729(b)  of  the  Act. 


(Section  7d,  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  (42  U.S.C.  3535(d).) 

Issued  at  Washingrton,  D.C.,  Novem¬ 
ber  17,  1977. 

Patricia  Roberts  Harris, 

Secretary  of 

Housing  and  Urban  Development 
[FR  Doc.  77-34851  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am]  ' 

[4310-84] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Monogomonl 

[AA-6652-A  through  AA-6652-I] 

ALSSKA  NATIVE  CLAIMS  SELECTION 
Application* 

On  December  17,  1974,  Par  West, 
Inc.,  for  the  Native  village  of  Chignik 
filed  selection  applications  AA-6652-A 
through  AA-6652-I  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  12  of  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of  De¬ 
cember  18,  1971  (85  Stat.  688,  701;  43 
U.S.C.  1601,  1611  (Supp.  V,  1975)),  for 
the  surface  estate  of  certain  lands  in  ' 
the  Chignik  area. 

As  to  the  lands  described  below,  the 
applications,  as  amended,  are  properly 
filed  and  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  ‘  Settlement  Act 
and  of  the  regulations  issued  pursuant 
thereto.  These  lands  do  not  include 
any  lawful  entry  perfected  under  or 
being  maintained  in  compliance  with 
laws  leading  to  acquisition  of  title. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  surface 
estate  of  the  following  described  lands, 
selected  pursuant  to  section  12(a),  ag¬ 
gregating  approximately  107,241  acres, 
is  considered  proper  for  acquisition  by 
Par  West,  Inc.,  and  is  hereby  approved 
for  conveyance  pursuant  to  section 
14(a)  of  the  Alaska  Native  Claims  Set¬ 
tlement  Act: 

Seward  Meridian,  Alaska  (Unsdrveyed) 

T.  42  S.,  R.  57  W., 

Secs.  2  to  11,  inclusive,  all; 

Sec.  15  to  20,  inclusive,  all; 

Secs.  30  and  31,  all. 

Containing  approximately  11,389  acres. 

T.  43  S..  R.  57  W., 

Secs.  3  to  6,  inclusive,  all; 

Secs.  7  to  10  (fractional),  inclusive,  all; 

Sec.  15  (fractional),  all; 

Secs.  27,  28  and  29  (fractional),  all. 
Containing  approximately  4,328  acres. 

T.  44  S.,  R.  57  W.. 

Sec.  31  (fractional),  all. 

Containing  approximately  125  acres. 

T.  42  S.,  R.  58  W.. 

Sec.  1,  all; 

Secs.  10  to  16.  inclusive,  all; 

Secs.  20  to  36,  inclusive,  all. 

Containing  approximately  15,962  acres. 

T.  43  S..  R.  58  W.. 

Secs.  1  to  7,  Inclusive,  all; 

Secs.  8  and  9.  excluding  U.S.  Amend  Coal 
Survey  450; 

Secs.  10  and  11,  all; 

Secs.  12, 13  and  14  (fractional),  all; 
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Secs.  15  (fractional),  excluding  Native  al¬ 
lotment  A-052438; 

Secs.  16  to  20,  inclusive,  all; 

Sec.  21  (fractional),  all; 

Sec.  22  (fractional),  excluding  Native  allot¬ 
ment  A-052438; 

Sec.  28  (fractional),  excluding  Native  allot¬ 
ment  AA-5981  Parcel  B; 

Sec.  29,  excluding  Native  allotment  AA- 
5981  Parcel  B; 

Secs.  30  and  31,  all; 

Sec.  32  (fractional),  excluding  Native  allot¬ 
ment  AA-5980; 

Sec.  33  (fractional),  all. 

Containing  approximately  14,447  acres. 

T.  44  S.,  R.  58  W. 

Sec;.;.  5  and  6  (fractional),  all; 

Sec.  7  (fractional),  excluding  U.S.  Survey 
951  and  Native  allotment  AA-5976; 

Sec.  28  (fractional),  all; 

Sec.  29  (fractional),  exluding  U.S.  Survey 
1063; 

Sec.  30  (fractional),  all; 

Sec.  31  (fractional),  excluding  U.S.  Survey 
434,  U.S.  Survey  2145,  and  U.S.  Survey 
2146; 

Sec.  32,  all; 

Secs.  33,  34  and  36  (fractional),  all. 

Containing  approximately  2,754  acres. 

T.  45  S.,  R.  58  W. 

Secs.  2,  3  and  4  (fractional),  all; 

Sec.  5  (fractional),  excluding  U.S.  Sur\’ey 
575,  U.S.  Survey  2151  and  ANCSA  3(e) 
application  AA-13906  (Executive  Order 
4257); 

Sec.  6  (fractional),  all; 

Sec.  7  (fractional),  excluding  U.S.  Survey 
1066,  U.S.  Survey  1391,  U.S.  Survey 

2149,  U.S.  Survey  2232,  U.S.  Survey 

2234,  U.S.  Survey  2299,  U.S.  Survey 

3887,  U.S.  Survey  4896,  and  Power  Pro¬ 
ject  620; 

S^.  8  (fractional),  excluding  U.S.  Survey 
306,  U.S.  Survey  307,  U.S.  Survey  1391, 
U.S.  Survey  1422,  U.S.  Survey  1423,  U.S. 
Survey  2233,  and  Native  allotment  A- 
052434  and  AA-5981  Parcel  A; 

Sec.  9,  all; 

Secs.  10,  11  and  12  (fractional),  all; 

Secs.  13  and  14,  all; 

Secs.  15  and  16  (fractional),  all; 

Sec.  17,  all; 

Sec.  18,  excluding  U.S.  Survey  4896  and 
Power  Project  620; 

Secs.  19  and  20,  all; 

Sec.  21  (fractional),  all; 

Secs.  22  to  24,  inclusive,  all; 

Sec.  25  (fractional),  all; 

Secs.  26  to  30,  inclusive,  all; 

Secs.  31  and  32  (fractional),  all; 

See.  33,  all; 

Secs.  34.  35  and  36  (fractional),  all. 

Containing  approximately  18,442  acres. 

T.  46  S..  R.  58  W. 

Secs.  3  to  11  (fractional),  inclusive,  all; 

Sec.  17,  all; 

Secs.  18  and  19  (fractional),  all; 

Secs.  30  and  31  (fractional),  all. 

Containing  approximately  4,708  acres. 

T.  42  S..  R.  59  W. 

Sec.  36,  all. 

Containing  approximately  640  acres. 

T.  43  S.,  R.  59  W. 

Secs.  1  to  36,  inclusive,  all. 

Containing  approximately  22,962  acres. 

T.  44  S.,  R.  59  W. 

Secs.  1  to  11,  inclusive,  all; 

Sec.  12  (fractional),  all. 

Containing  approximately  7,650  acres. 

T.  45  S.,  R.  59  W. 


FEDERAL 


Sec.  1  (fractional),  excluding  U.S.  Survey 
1221  and  Native  allotment  AA-5975 
parcel  A; 

S^.  12  (fractional),  excluding  Native  allot¬ 
ments  AA-5986  parcel  A  and  AA-5990; 

Sec.  13,  all. 

Containing  approximatively  1,334  acres. 

T.  46  S..  R.  59  W. 

Sec.  23  (fractional),  all; 

Secs.  24  and  25,  all; 

Sec.  36,  all. 

Containing  approximately  2,500  acres. 

The  conveyance  issued  for  the  sur¬ 
face  estate  of  the  lands  described 
above  shall  contain  the  following  res¬ 
ervations  to  the  United  States: 

1.  A  right-of-way  thereon  for  ditches  and 
canals  constructed  by  the  authority  of  the 
United  States,  as  prescribed  and  directed  by 
the  act  of  August  30,  1890,  26  Stat.  391,  43 

U. S.C.  945; 

2.  A  right-of-way  thereon  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  railroads,  telegraphs,  and  telephone 
lines,  as  prescribed  and  directed  by  the  act 
of  March  12,  1914,  38  Stet.  305,  43  U.S.C. 
1975d; 

3.  A  right-of-way,  AA-9184,  100  feet  in 
width,  traversing  sections  5,  7,  8  and  18,  T. 
45  S.,  R.  58  W.,  Seward  Meridian,  Alaska, 
for  a  Federal  Aid  Highway.  Act  of  August 
27, 1958,  as  amended,  23  U.S.C.  317; 

4.  The  subsurface  estate  therein,  and  all 
rights,  privileges,  immunities,  and  appurte¬ 
nances,  of  whatsoever  nature,  accruing  unto 
said  estate  pursuant  to  the  Alaska  Native 
Claims  Settlement  Act  of  December  18,  1971 
(85  Stat.  688,  704:  43  U.S.C.  1601,  1613(f) 
(Supp.  V,  1975));  and 

5.  Pursuant  to  section  17(b)  of  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of  December 
18,  1971  (85  Stat.  688,  708;  43  U.S.C.  1601, 
1616(b)  (Supp.  V,  1975)),  the  following 
public  easements,  referenced  by  easement 
identification  number  (EIN)  on  the  ease¬ 
ment  maps  in  case  file  AA-6652-EE.  are  re¬ 
served  to  the  United  States  and  subject  to 
further  regulation  thereby: 

(a)  (EIN  15  C5,  D9)  A  continuous  linear 
easement  twenty-five  (25)  feet  in  width 
upland  of  and  parallel  to  the  mean  high  tide 
line  in  order  to  provide  access  to  and  along 
the  marine  coastline  and  use  of  such  shore 
for  purposes  such  as  beaching  of  watercraft 
or  aircraft,  travel  along  the  shore,  recrea¬ 
tion,  and  other  similar  uses.  Deviations  from 
the  waterline  are  permitted  when  specific 
conditions  so  require,  e  g..  Impassable  topog¬ 
raphy  or  waterfront  obstruction.  This  ease¬ 
ment  is  subject  to  the  right  of  the  owner  of 
the  servient  estate  to  build  upon  such  ease¬ 
ment  a  facility  for  public  or  private  pur¬ 
poses,  such  right  to  be  exeroised  reasonably 
and  without  undue  or  unnecessary  interfer¬ 
ence  with  or  obstruction  of  the  easement. 
When  access  along  the  marine  coastline 
easement  is  to  be  obstructed,  the  owner  of 
the  servient  estate  will  be  obligated  to 
convey  to  the  United  States  an  acceptable 
alternate  access  route,  at  no  cost  to  the 
United  States,  prior  to  the  creation  of  such 
obstruction. 

(b)  (EIN  24  C5)  The  right  of  the  United 
States  to  enter  upon  the  lands  hereinabove 
granted  for  cadastral,  geodetic,  or  other 
survey  purposes  is  reserved,  together  with 
the  right  to  do  all  things  necessary  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith. 

(c)  (EIN  25C5)  Easements  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  energy,  fuel,  and  natural  re¬ 
sources  which  are  the  property  of  the 
United  States  or  which  are  intended  for  de¬ 
livery  to  the  United  States  or  which  are  pro¬ 


duced  by  the  United  States.  These  ease¬ 
ments  also  Include  the  right  to  bdild  any  re¬ 
lated  facilities  necessary  for  the  exercise  of 
the  right  to  transport  energy,  fuel,  and  nat¬ 
ural  resources,  including  those  related  facili¬ 
ties  necessary  during  periods  of  planning, 
locating,  constructing,  operating,  maintain¬ 
ing,  or  terminating  transportation  systems. 
The  specific  location  of  these  easements 
shall  determined  only  after  consultation 
with  the  owner  of  the  servient  estate. 
Whenever  the  use  of  such  easements  will  re¬ 
quire  removal  or  relocation  of  any  structure 
owned  or  authorized  by  the  owner  of  the 
servient  estate,  such  use  shall  not  be  initiat¬ 
ed  without  the  consent  of  the  owner  of  such 
improvement;  provided,  however,  that  the 
United  States  may  exercise  the  right  of  emi¬ 
nent  domain  if  such  consent  is  not  given. 
Only  those  portions  of  these  easements  that 
are  actually  in  use  or  that  are  expressly  au¬ 
thorized  on  March  3,  1996,  shall  continue  to 
be  In  force. 

The  grant  of  lands  shall  be  subject 
to: 

1.  Issuance  of  a  patent  confirming  the 
boundary  description  of  the  lands  hereina¬ 
bove  granted  after  approval  and  filing  by 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  of  the  of¬ 
ficial  plat  of  survey  covering  such  lands; 

2.  Valid  existing  rights  therein,  if  any,  in¬ 
cluding  but  not  limited  to  those  created  by 
any  lease  (Including  a  lease  issued  imder 
section  6(g)  of  the  Alaska  Statehood  Act  of 
July  7,  1958  (72  Stat  339,  341;  48  U.S.C.  Ch. 
2.  Sec.  6(g)  (1970)),  contract,  permit,  right- 
of-way,  or  easement,  and  the  right  of  the 
lessee,  contractee,  permittee,  or  grantee  to 
the  complete  enjoyment  of  all  rights,  privi¬ 
leges,  and  benefits  thereby  granted  to  him; 

3.  Requirements  of  section  14(c)  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of  De¬ 
cember  18,  1971  (85  Stat.  688,  703;  43  U.S.C. 
1601,  1613(c)  (Supp.  V,  1975)),  that  the 
grantee  hereunder  convey  those  portions,  if 
any,  of  the  lands  hereinabove  granted,  as 
are  prescribed  in  said  section; 

4.  Airport  lease,  AA-5886,  containing  66 
acres,  located  in  section  5,  T.  45  S.,  R.  58  W., 
Seward  Meridian,  Alaste,  issued  to  the 
State  of  Alaska,  Division  of  Aviation,  under 
the  provisions  of  the  act  of  May  24,  1928  (45 
Stat.  728-729;  49  U.S.C.  211-214  (1970));  and 

5.  The  terms  and  conditions  of  the  agree¬ 
ment  dated  January  18.  1977,  between  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Bristol  Bay  Native 
Corporation,  Par  West,  Inc,  and  other  Bris¬ 
tol  Bay  village  corporations.  A  copy  of  the 
agreement  shall  be  attached  to  and  become 
a  part  of  the  conveyance  document  and 
shall  be  recorded  therewith.  A  copy  of  the 
agreement  is  located  in  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  easement  case  fUe  for  Far 
West,  Inc.,  serialized  AA-6652-EE.  Any 
person  wishing  to  examine  this  agreement 
may  do  so  at  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Alaska  State  Office,  555  Cordova 
Street,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99501. 

Conveyance  of  the  remaining  enti¬ 
tlement  to  Far  West,  Inc.  will  be  made 
at  a  later  date.  Pursuant  to  section 
14(f)  of  the  Alaska  Native  Ciaims  Set¬ 
tlement  Act,  conveyance  of  the  subsur¬ 
face  estate  of  the  lands  described 
above  shall  be  granted  to  Bristol  Bay 
Native  Corporation  when  conveyance 
Is  granted  to  Far  West,  Inc,  for  the 
surface  estate,  and  shall  be  subject  to 
the  same  conditions  as  the  surface 
conveyance. 
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There  are  no  inland  water  bodies 
considered  to  be  navigable  within  the 
lands  described. 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
regulation  43  CFR  2650.7(d),  notice  of 
this  decision  is  being  published  once  in 
the  Federal  Register  and  once  a 
week,  for  four  (4)  consecutive  weeks, 
in  the  Anchorage  Times.  Any  party 
claiming  a  property  interest  in  lands 
affected  by  this  decision  may  appeal 
the  decision  to  the  Alaska  Native 
Claims  Appeal  Board,  P.O.  Box  2433, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99510  with  a  copy 
served  upon  both  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  555  Cordova  Street,  An¬ 
chorage,  Alaska  99501,  and  the  Re¬ 
gional  Solicitor,  Office  of  the  Solicitor, 
510  L  Street,  Suite  408,  Anchorage, 
Alaska  99501,  also; 

1.  Any  party  receiving  service  of  this 
decision  shall  have  30  days  from  the 
receipt  of  this  decision  to  file  an 
appeal. 

2.  Any  unknown  parties,  any  parties 
unable  to  be  located  after  reasonable 
efforts  have  been  expended  to  locate, 
and  any  parties  who  failed  or  refused 
to  sign  the  return  receipt  shall  have 
until  January  5,  1978,  to  file  an 
appeal. 

3.  Any  person  known  or  unknown 
who  may  claim  a  property  interest 
which  is  adversely  affected  by  this  de¬ 
cision  shall  be  deemed  to  have  waived 
those  rights  which  were  adversely  af¬ 
fected  unless  an  appeal  is  timely  filed 
with  the  Alaska  Native  Claims  Appeal 
Board. 

4.  If  Par  West,  Inc.  or  Bristol  Bay 
Native  Corporation  objects  to  any 
easement  which  is  identified  herein 
for  reservation  in  the  conveyance, 
which  is  subject  to  the  discretion  of 
the  State  Director  and  not  reserved 
pursuant  to  an  express  Secretarial  di¬ 
rective,  a  petition  for  reconsideration 
must  be  filed  within  30  days  from  re¬ 
ceipt  of  service  with  the  State  Direc¬ 
tor,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  555 
Cordova  Street,  Anchorage,  Alaska 
99501.  A  copy  of  the  petition  should  be 
served  upon  the  Regional  Solicitor, 
Office  of  the  Solicitor,  510  L  Street, 
Suite  408,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99501.  If 
a  petition  for  reconsideration  is  not 
filed,  it  will  be  deemed  that  the  right 
to  contest  any  such  easement  has  been 
waived. 

To  avoid  summary  dismissal  of  the 
appeal,  there  must  be  strict  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  regulations  governing 
such  appeal.  Further  information  on 
the  manner  of,  and  requirements  for, 
filing  an  appeal  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  555 
Cordova  Street,  Anchorage,  Alaska 
99501. 

Robert  E.  Sorenson, 

Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34802  PUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

[AA-6654-A  through  AA-6654-F] 

ALASKA  NATIVE  CLAIMS  SELECTION 
Application* 

On  March  22,  1974  and  December  12, 
1974,  Chignik  Lagoon  Native  Corpora¬ 
tion,  for  the  Native  village  of  Chignik 
Lagoon,  filed  selection  applications 
AA-6654-A  through  AA-6654-F.  under 
the  provisions  of  section  12  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act 
of  December  18,  1971  (85  Stat.  688, 
701;  43  U,S.C.  1601,  1611  (Supp.  V, 
1975)),  for  the  surface  estate  of  certain 
lands  in  the  Chignik  Lagoon  area. 

As  to  the  lands  described  below,  the 
applications,  as  amended,  are  properly 
filed  and  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act 
and  the  regulations  issued  pursuant 
thereto.  These  lands  do  not  include 
any  lawful  entry  perfected  under  or 
being  maintained  in  compliance  with 
laws  leading  to  acquisition  of  title. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  surface 
estate  of  the  following  described  lands, 
selected  pursuant  to  section  12(a),  ag¬ 
gregating  approximately  87,635  acres, 
is  considered  proper  for  acquisition  by 
Chignik  Lagoon  Native  Corporation 
and  is  hereby  approved  for  conveyance 
pursuant  to  section  14(a)  of  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Settlement  Act: 

U.S.  Survey  No.  1125,  Alaska,  situated  on 
the  west  shore  of  Chignik  Bay,  Alaska. 

U.S.  Survey  No.  1126,  Alaska,  situated  at 
Ments  Point  on  the  northwest  shore  of 
Chignik  Lagoon,  Alaska. 

U.S.  Survey  No.  1128,  Alaska,  situated  on 
the  north  shore  of  Chignik  Lagoon,  Alaska. 

Aggregating  43.90  acres. 

Seward  Meridian,  Alaska  (Unsurveyed) 

T.  44  S.,  R.  59  W. 

Sec.  13  (fractional),  excluding  U.S.  Survey 

1122,  U.S.  Survey  2139,  U.S.  Survey 
2143,  and  U.S.  Survey  2144; 

Secs.  14  to  23,  inclusive,  all; 

Sec.  24  (fractional),  excluding  Native  allot¬ 
ment  AA-6003  Parcel  D,  U.S.  Survey 
2138,  U.S.  Survey  2142,  U.S.  Survey 
2143,  and  U.S.  Survey  1125; 

Sec.  25  (fractional),  excluding  U.S.  Survey 
676,  U.S.  Survey  2138,  and  U.S.  Survey 
2141; 

Sec.  26  (fractional),  excluding  Native  allot¬ 
ment  AA-6004  Parcel  B; 

Secs.  27  to  32,  inclusive,  all; 

Sec.  33  (fractional),  excluding  Native  allot¬ 
ment  AA-5988  Parcel  A; 

Sec.  34  (fractional),  excluding  U.S.  Survey 
1128; 

Sec.  35  (fractional),  excluding  Native  aUot- 
ment  AA-6004  Parcel  B; 

Sec.  36  (fractional),  excluding  Native  allot¬ 
ment  AA-5987,  U.S.  Survey  725,  U.S. 
Survey  1124,  U.S.  Survey  2146,  and  U.S. 
Survey  2147. 

Containing  approximately  12,324  acres. 

T.  45  S..  R.  59  W. 

Sec.  2  (fractional),  all; 

Sec.  3.  all; 

Sec.  4  (fractional),  excluding  U.S.  Survey 

1123,  U.S.  Survey  2180,  and  U.S.  Survey 
2181; 


Sec.  5  (fractional),  excluding  U.S.  Survey 
96,  U.S.  Survey  1222,  U.S.  Survey  1223, 
U.S.  Survey  2180,  and  U.S.  Survey  4898; 
Sec.  7  (fractional),  all; 

Sec.  8  (fractional),  excluding  U.S.  Survey 
4898; 

Secs.  9  and  10,  all; 

Sec.  11  (fractional),  all; 

Secs.  14  to  17,  inclusive,  all; 

Sec.  18  (fractional),  excluding  Native  allot¬ 
ment,  AA-5982; 

Sec.  19  (fractional),  excluding  Native  allot¬ 
ment  AA-5982; 

.  Sec.  20  (fractional),  all; 

Secs.  21  to  28.  inclusive,  all; 

Secs.  29  and  30  (fractional)  all; 

Secs.  31  to  36,  inclusive,  all. 

Containing  approximately  17,902  acres. 

T.  43  S.,  R.  60  W.. 

Secs.  21  to  28,  inclusive,  all; 

Secs.  33  to  36,  inclusive,  all. 

Containing  approximately  7,680  acres. 

T.  44  S..  R.  60  W.. 

Secs.  1  to  5,  inclusive,  all; 

Secs.  7  to  36,  inclusive,  all. 

Containing  approximately  22,381  acres. 

T.  45  S..  R.  60  W. 

Sec.  1  (fractional),  excluding  U.S.  Survey 
1062; 

Sec.  2  (fractional),  excluding  U.S.  Survey 
2183,  U.S.  Survey  2715  and  Native  allot¬ 
ment  AA-6003  Parcel  C; 

Secs.  3  to  10,  inclusive,  all; 

Sec.  11  (fractional),  excluding  U.S.  Survey 
433  and  U.S.  Survey  2182; 

Sec.  13  (fractional),  excluding  U.S.  Survey 
2148; 

Sec.  14  (fractional),  excluding  U.S.  Survey 
432  U.S.  Survey  2148  and  U.S.  Survey 
2196; 

Sec.  15  (fractional),  excluding  U.S.  Survey 
1126,  UB.  Survey  2196  and  Native  allot¬ 
ments  AA-5983  and  AA-6005  Parcel  C; 
Sec.  16  (fractional),  excluding  Native  allot¬ 
ment  AA-8110  Parcel  A; 

Secs.  17  and  18.  all; 

Secs.  19  and  20  excluding  Chignik  River; 
Sec.  21,  excluding  U.S.  Survey  959  and 
U.S.  Survey  1060;  Native  allotments  AA- 
8110  Parcel  A  and  AA-6006  Parcel  A; 
and  the  Chignik  River; 

Sec.  22  (fractional),  excluding  U.S.  Survey 
1129; 

Secs.  23,  24  and  25  (fractional),  all; 

Sec.  26  (fractional),  excluding  Native  allot¬ 
ment  AA-6002  Parcel  C; 

Sec.  27  (fractional),  excluding  Native  allot¬ 
ments  AA-6002  ■  Parcel  C,  AA-6007 
Parcel  C  and  AA-6012  Parcel  C; 

Secs.  28  and  29,  all; 

Sec.  30,  excluding  Chignik  River; 

Secs.  31  to  36,  inclusive,  all. 

Containing  approximately  16,809  acres. 

T.  46  S..  R.  60  W.. 

Secs.  1  to  4,  inclusive,  all; 

Secs.  10,  11  and  12,  all; 

Secs.  14  and  15  (fractional),  all; 

Sec.  22,  all; 

Secs.  23,  24  and  25  (fractional),  all; 

Secs.  26  suid  27,  all; 

Secs.  34  and  35,  all. 

Containing  approximately  9,895  acres. 

T.  47  S.,  R.  60  W., 

Sec.  3  (fractional),  all. 

Containing  approximately  600  acres. 

The  conveyance  issued  for  the  sur¬ 
face  estate  of  the  lands  described 
above  shall  contain  the  following  res¬ 
ervations  to  the  United  States: 
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1.  A  right-of-way  thereon  for  ditches  and 
canals  constructed  by  the  authority  of  the 
United  States,  as  prescribed  and  directed  by 
the  act  of  August  30,  1890,  26  Stat.  391,  43 
U.S.C.  945: 

2.  A  right-of-way  thereon  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  railroads,  telegraph,  and  telephone 
lines,  as  prescribed  and  directed  by  the  act 
of  March  12,  1914,  38  Stat.  305,  43  U.S.C. 
975d: 

3.  The  subsurface  estate  therein,  and  all 
rights,  privileges,  immunities,  and  appurte¬ 
nances,  of  whatsoever  nature,  accruing  unto 
said  estate  pursuant  to  the  Alaska  Native 
Claims  Settlement  Act  of  December  18,  1971 
(85  Stat.  688,  704;  43  U.S.C.  1601,  1613(f) 
(Supp.  V.  1975));  and 

4.  Pursuant  to  section  17(b)  of  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of  December 
18.  1971  (85  Stat.  688.  708;  43  U.S.C.  1601, 
1616(b)  (Supp.  V,  1975)),  the  following 
public  easements,  referenced  by  easement 
identification  number  (EIN)  on  the  ease¬ 
ment  maps  in  case  file  AA-6654-EE,  are  re¬ 
served  to  the  United  States  and  subject  to 
further  regulation  thereby: 

a.  (EIN  2d  D9)  A  one  (1)  acre  site  ease¬ 
ment  upland  of  the  mean  high  tide  line  in 
section  15.  T.  46  S..  R.  60  W..  Seward  Merid¬ 
ian  at  the  head  of  Portage  Bay.  The  site  is 
for  camping  and  vehicle  use. 

b.  (EIN  2e  D9)  A  one  (1)  acre  site  ease¬ 
ment  upland  of  the  ordinary  high  water 
mark  in  section  30,  T.  45  S.,  R.  60  W., 
Seward  Meridian,  on  the  right  bank  of  the 
Chignik  River.  The  site  is  for  camping  and 
vehicle  use. 

c.  (EIN  9  D9)  A  streamside  easement 
twenty-five  (25)  feet  in  width  upland  of  and 
parallel  to  the  ordinary  high  water  mark  on 
all  banks  of  the  navigable  Chignik  River 
from  Chignik  Lake  to  the  upper  reaches  of 
tidal  influence.  This  easement  is  located  in 
sections  29  and  30.  T.  45  S..  R.  60  W., 
Seward  Meridian.  Purpose  is  to  provide  for 
public  use  of  waters  having  highly  signifi¬ 
cant  present  recreational  use. 

d.  (EIN  10  D9)  A  fishery  management  and 
public  use  easement  upland  of  the  ordinary 
high  water  mark  in  section  19,  T.  45  S..  R. 
60  W.,  Seward  Meridian,  on  the  left  bank  of 
the  lower  Chignik  River.  The  easement  is 
one  (1)  acre  in  size  and  is  used  for  camping, 
vehicle  use,  staging,  and  for  fishery  manage¬ 
ment  purposes. 

e.  (EIN  11  DO)  A  fishery  management  and 
public  use  easement  upland  of  the  ordinary 
high  water  mark  in  section  30,  T.  43  S.,  R. 
60  W.,  Seward  Meridian,  on  the  right  bank 
of  the  lower  Chignik  River.  The  easement  is 
two  (2)  acres  in  size  and  Is  used  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  EIN  10  D9  for  camping,  vehicle 
use,  staging,  and  for  fishery  management 
purposes. 

f.  (EIN  12  D9)  A  fishery  management  and 
public  use  easement  upland  of  the  mean 
high  tide  in  section  14.  T.  45  S.,  R.  60  W.. 
Seward  Meridian,  on  Chignik  Island.  The 
easement  is  one-half  (V^)  acre  in  size  and  is 
used  for  camping,  vehicle  use.  staging,  and 
for  fishery  management  purposes. 

g.  (EIN  15  C5.  D9)  A  continuous  linear 
easement  twenty-five  (25)  feet  in  width 
upland  of  and  parallel  to  the  mean  high  tide 
line  in  order  to  provide  access  to  and  along 
the  marine  coastline  and  use  of  such  shore 
for  purposes  such  as  beaching  of  watercraft 
or  aircraft,  travel  along  the  shore,  recrea¬ 
tion.  and  other  similar  uses.  Deviations  from 
the  waterline  are  permitted  when  specific 
conditions  so  require,  e.g..  Impassable  topog¬ 
raphy  or  waterfront  obstruction.  This  ease¬ 
ment  is  subject  to  the  right  of  the  owner  of 


the  servient  estate  to  build  upon  such  ease¬ 
ment  a  facility  for  public  or  private  pur¬ 
poses,  such  right  to  be  exercised  reasonably 
and  without  undue  or  unnecessary  interfer¬ 
ence  with  or  obstruction  of  the  easement. 
When  access  along  the  marine  coastline 
easement  is  to  be  obstructed,  the  owner  of 
the  servient  estate  will  be  obligated  to 
convey  to  the  United  States  an  acceptable 
alternate  access  route,  at  no  cost  to  the 
United  States,  prior  to  the  creation  of  such 
obstruction. 

h.  (EIN  17  C5)  An  easement  for  a  pro¬ 
posed  access  trail  twenty-five  (25)  feet  in 
width  from  site  easement  EIN  2e  D9,  section 
30.  T.  45  S.,  R.  60  W.,  Seward  Meridian, 
through  sections  30  and  31,  T.  45  S.,  R.  60 
W.,  Seward  Meridian,  southerly  to  public 
lands  in  section  6,  T.  46  S.,  R.  60  W.,  Seward 
Meridian.  The  usage  of  roads  and  trails  will 
be  controlled  by  applicable  State  or  Federal 
law  or  regulation. 

i.  (EIN  18  C4)  An  easement  for  a  proposed 
access  trail  twenty-five  (25)  feet  in  width 
from  site  easement  EIN  2d  D9  at  Portage 
Bay,  section  15,  T.  46  S.,  R.  60  W.,  Seward 
Meridian,  westerly  through  section  10,  to 
public  lands  in  section  9,  T.  46  S.,  R.  60  W.. 
Seward  Meridian.  The  usage  of  roads  and 
trails  will  be  controlled  by  applicable  State 
or  Federal  law  or  regulation. 

J.  (EIN  24  C5)  The  right  of  the  United 
States  to  enter  upon  the  lands  hereinabove 
granted  for  cadastral,  geodetic,  or  other 
survey  purposes  is  reserved,  together  with 
the  right  to  do  all  things  necessary  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith. 

k.  (EIN  25  C5)  Easements  for  the  trans¬ 

portation  of  energy,  fuel,  and  natural  re¬ 
sources  which  are  the  property  of  the 
United  States  or  which  are  intended  for  de¬ 
livery  to  the  United  States  or  which  are  pro¬ 
duced  by  the  United  States.  These  ease¬ 
ments  also  include  the  right  to  build  any  re¬ 
lated  facilities  necessary  for  the  exercise  of 
the  right  to  transport  energy,  fuel,  and  nat¬ 
ural  resources,  including  those  related  facili¬ 
ties  necessary  during  periods  of  planning, 
locating,  constructing,  operating,  maintain¬ 
ing,  or  terminating  transportation  systems. 
The  specific  location  of  these  easements 
shall  be  determined  only  after  consultation 
with  the  owner  of  the  servient  estate. 
Whenever  the  use  of  such  easements  will  re¬ 
quire  removal  or  relocation  of  any  structure 
owned  or  authorized  by  the  owner  of  the 
servient  estate,  such  use  shall  not  be  initiat¬ 
ed  without  the  consent  of  the  owner  of  such 
improvement;  provided,  however,  that  the 
United  States  may  exercise  the  right  of  emi¬ 
nent  domain  if  such  consent  is  not  given. 
Only  those  portions  of  these  easements  that 
are  actually  in  use  or  that  are  expressly  au¬ 
thorized  on  March  3,  1996,  shall  continue  to 
be  in  force.  , 

The  grant  of  lands  shall  be  subject 
to: 

l.  Issuance  of  a  patent  confirming  the 
boundary  description  of  the  lands  hereina¬ 
bove  granted  after  approval  and  filing  by 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  of  the  of¬ 
ficial  plat  of  survey  covering  such  lands; 

2.  Valid  existing  rights  therein,  if  any,  in¬ 
cluding  but  not  limited  to  those  created  by 
any  lease  (including  a  lease  issued  under 
section  6(g)  of  the  Alaska  Statehood  Act  of 
July  7.  1958  (72  Stat.  339,  341;  48  U.S.C.  Ch. 
2,  Sec.  6(g)  (1970))),  contract,  permit,  right- 
of-way,  or  easement,  and  the  right  of  the 
lessee,  contractee,  permitee,  or  grantee  to 
the  complete  enjoyment  of  all  rights,  privi¬ 
leges,  and  benefits  thereby  granted  to  him; 


3.  Requirements  of  section  14(c)  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of  De¬ 
cember  18.  1971  (85  Stat.  688.  703;  43  U.S.C. 
1601,  1613(c)  (Supp.  V,  1975)),  that  the 
grantee  hereunder  convey  those  portions,  if 
any,  of  the  lands  hereinabove  granted,  as 
are  prescribed  in  said  section;  and 

4.  The  terms  and  conditions  of  the  agree¬ 
ment  dated  January  18,  1977,  between  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Bristol  Bay  Native 
Corporation,  Chignik  Lagoon  Native  Corpo¬ 
ration,  and  other  Bristol  Bay  village  corpo¬ 
rations.  A  copy  of  the  agreement  shall  be  at¬ 
tached  to  and  become  a  part  of  the  convey¬ 
ance  document  and  shall  be  recorded  there¬ 
with.  A  copy  of  the  agreement  is  located  in 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  easement 
case  file  for  Chignik  Lagoon  Native  Corpo¬ 
ration.  serialized  AA-6654-EE.  Any  person 
wishing  to  examine  this  agreement  may  do 
so  at  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Alaska  State  Office,  555  Cordova  Street,  An¬ 
chorage,  Alaska  99501. 

Conveyance  of  the  remaining  enti¬ 
tlement  to  Chignik  Lagoon  Native 
Corporation  will  be  made  at  a  later 
date.  Pursuant  to  section  14(f)  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act, 
conveyance  of  the  subsurface  estate  of 
the  lands  described  above  shall  be 
granted  to  Bristol  Bay  Native  Conwra- 
tion  when  conveyance  is  granted  to 
Chignik  Lagoon  Native  Corporation 
for  the  surface  estate,  and  shall  be 
subject  to  the  same  conditions  as  the 
surface  conveyance. 

Only  the  following  inland  water 
body  within  the  described  lands  is  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  navigable: 

That  portion  of  Chignik  River  which  lies 
between  Chignik  Lagoon  and  Chignik  Lake. 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
regulation  43  CFR  2650.7(d),  notice  of 
this  decision  is  being  published  once  in 
the  Federal  Register  and  once  a 
week,  for  four  (4)  consecutive  weeks, 
in  the  Anchorage  Times.  Any  party 
claiming  a  property  interest  in  lands 
affected  by  this  decision  may  appeal 
the  decision  to  the  Alaska  Native 
Claims  Appeal  Board,  P.O.  Box  2433, 
Anchorage.  Alaska  99510  with  a  copy 
served  upon  both  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Alaska  State  Office.  555 
Cordova  Street,  Anchorage,  Alaska 
99501,  'and  the  Regional  Solicitor, 
Office  of  the  Solicitor,  510  L  Street, 
Suite  408,  Anchorage.  Alaska  99501, 
also: 

1.  Any  party  receiving  service  of  this  deci¬ 
sion  shall  have  30  days  from  the  receipt  of 
this  decision  to  file  an  appeal. 

2.  Any  unknown  parties,  any  parties* 
imable  to  be  located  after  reasonable  efforts 
have  been  expended  to  locate,  and  any  par¬ 
ties  who  failed  or  refused  to  sign  the  return 
receipt  shall  have  imtil  January  5,  1978,  to 
file  an  appeal. 

3.  Any  party  known  or  unknown  who  may 
claim  a  property  interest  which  is  adversely 
affected  by  this  decision  shall  be  deemed  to 
have  waived  those  rights  which  were  ad¬ 
versely  affected  unless  an  appeal  is  timely 
filed  with  the  Alaska  Native  Claims  Appeal 
Board. 

4.  If  Chignik  Lagoon  Native  Corp.  or  Bris¬ 
tol  Bay  Native  Corp.  objects  to  any  ease- 
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ment  which  is  identified  herein  for  reserva¬ 
tion  in  the  conveyance,  which  is  subject  to 
the  discretion  of  the  State  Director  and  not 
reserved  pursuant  to  an  express  Secretarial 
directive,  a  petition  for  reconsideration 
must  be  filed  within  30  days  from  receipt  of 
service  with  the  State  Director,  Biu^au  of 
Land  Management,  555  Cordova  Street,  An¬ 
chorage,  Alaska  99501.  A  copy  of  the  peti¬ 
tion  should  be  served  upon  the  Regional  So¬ 
licitor,  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  510  L  Street, 
Suite  408,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99501.  If  a  pe¬ 
tition  for  reconsideration  is  not  filed,  it  will 
be  deemed  that  the  right  to  contest  any 
such  easement  has  been  waived. 

To  avoid  summary  dismissal  of  the 
appeal,  there  must  be  strict  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  regulations  governing 
such  appeal.  Further  information  on 
the  manner  of,  and  requirements  for, 
filing  an  appeal  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  555 
Cordova  Street,  Anchorage,  Alaska 
99501. 

Robert  E.  Sorenson, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34803  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[1505-01] 

[CA  1729] 

CALIFORNIA 

Opportunity  for  Public  Hoaring  and 
Ropublicotion  of  Notico  of  Proposod 
Withdrawal 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-20947  appearing  at 
page  37445  in  the  issue  of  Thursday, 
July  21,  1977,  the  described  lands  is 
corrected  to  read  as  follows: 

Eldorado  National  Forest 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian,  Calif. 

T.  10  N..  R.  12  E., 

Sec.  13,  SWy4NEy4SEy4SEy4. 
sy2Nwy4SEy4SEy4.  swy4SEy4SEy4. 
and  WV^SEy4SEy4SEy4. 


[4310-84] 

Buroau  of  Land  Managomont 
VALE  DISTRICT  GRAZING  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Notico  of  Mooting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Vale 
District,  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Grazing  Advisory  Board,  will  meet 
January  4,  1978,  at  1  p.m.  m.s.t.  in  the 
conference  room  of  the  Vale  District 
Office  at  365  A  Street  West,  Vale, 
Oreg.  97918. 

The  board  will  elect  officers,  discuss 
revisions  of  existing  allotment  man¬ 
agement  plans  and  expenditure  of 
range  betterment  funds  for  fiscal 
years  1978  and  1979. 

The  public  is  invited  to  attend  and 
may  make  written  or  oral  statements 


which  should  not  exceed  15  minutes  in 
length.  Public  statements  will  be  ac¬ 
cepted  after  3  p.m. 

Further  information  concerning  the 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Grant 
Baugh,  Vale  District,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management. 

Jack  A.  Dunn, 
Acting  District  Manager. 

November  25, 1977, 

[PR  Doc.  77-34809  FUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 


[Wyoming  61820] 

WYOMING 
Notice  of  Application 

November  23,  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing 
Act  of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C, 
185),  the  Champlin  Petroleum  Co.  of 
Englewood,  Colo.,  filed  an  application 
for  a  right-of-way  to  construct  a  3-inch 
pipeline  for  the  purpose  of  transport¬ 
ing  natural  gas  across  the  following 
described  public  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T.  18  N.,  R.  98  W., 

Sec.  12,  NEy4NEy4. 

The  purpose  of  the  pipeline  is  to 
connect  a  casing  head  gas  gathering 
line  from  the  Delaney  Rim  unit  with 
Champlin  Petroleum  Co.’s  Table 
Rock-Patrick  Draw  pipeline  to  Texa¬ 
co’s  Table  Rock  plant.  The  pipeline 
will  transport  natural  gas  from  a  point 
in  the  SEV4NWy4  of  section  7,  T.  18  N., 
R.  97  W.,  to  connect  with  an  existing 
pipeline  in  lot  2  of  section  1,  T.  18  N., 
R.  98  W.,  Sweetwater  County,  Wyo. 

The.  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  do  so  prompt¬ 
ly.  Persons  submitting  comments 
should  include  their  name  and  address 
and  send  them  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
P.O.  Box  1869,  Rock  Springs,  Wyo. 
82901. 

William  S.  Gilmer, 
Acting  Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34808  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[1505-01] 

Bureau  of  Land  Managemant 

QUALIFIED  JOINT  BIDDERS 

As  a  convenience  to  the  public,  and 
pursuant  to  his  authority  under  43 


CFR  3300,  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  hereby  pub¬ 
lishes  a  list  of  all  persons  who  have 
timely  filed  a  Statement  of  Production 
in  accordance  with  43  CFR  3302.3-2(a) 
which  has  qualified  them  to  bid  joint¬ 
ly  during  the  bidding  period  November 
1,  1977,  through  April  30,  1978.  This 
publication  is  not  required  by  law  or 
regulations;  it  includes  the  names  of 
all  possible  bidders  whose  statements 
have  been  received  in  this  office  by 
the  date  this  notice  is  prepared. 

The  following  companies  have  filed 
sworn  Statements  of  Production  as  re¬ 
quired  by  43  CFR  3302.3-2(a)  attesting 
to  average  daily  production  not  in 
excess  of  1.6  million  barrels  of  crude 
oil,  natural  gas  and  liquified  petro¬ 
leum  products  during  the  production 
period  of  January  1,  1977,  through 
June  30,  1977. 

A.G.  Hill 

Al-Aquitaine  Exploration,  Ltd. 

Alaskeo  U.S.A..  Ltd. 

Allied  Chemical  Corporation 
Alminex  U.S.A.,  Inc. 

AMAX  Petroleum  Corporation 
Amerada  Hess  Corporation 
American  Natural  Gas  Production  Company 
American  Petrofina  Company  of  Texas 
American  Petrofina  Exploration  Company 
AminoU  Development,  Inc. 

Aminoil  USA,  Inc. 

Anadarko  Production  Comnpany 
Apache  Corporation 
Ashland  Ehcploration,  Inc. 

Ashland  Oil,  Inc. 

Atlantic  Distributors  Exploration  Co. 
Atlantic  Richfield  Company 
Austral  Oil  Company  Incorporated 
Aztec  OU  &  Gas  Company 
Belco  Petroleum  Corporation 
Bethlehem  Steel  Corporation 
Brooklyn  Union  Gas  Company  (The) 

Cabot  Corporation 

Canadian  Occidental  of  California,  Inc. 
Canadian  Superior  Oil  (U.S.)  Ltd. 

CanDel  OU  (U.S.)  Inc. 

Canso  OU  &  Gas,  Inc. 

Caroline  Hunt  SchoeUkopf 
Caroline  Hunt  Trust  Estate 
Case-Pomeroy  OU  Corporation 
Central  Hudson  Gas  &  Electric  Corporation 
Challenger  Minerals  Inc. 

Champlin  Petroleum  Company 
Chanslor-Westem  OU  and  Development 
Company 

Cities  Service  Company 
C  &  K  Marine  Production  Company 
C  &  K  Offshore  Company 
C  &  K  Petroleum,  Inc. 

CNO  Production  Company 
Colorado  OU  Company,  Inc. 

Columbia  Gas  Development  Corporation 
Columbia  Gas  of  New  York,  Inc. 
Consolidated  Edison  Company  of  New  York, 
Inc. 

Continental  Group,  Inc.  (The) 

Continental  OU  Company 
Coming  Natural  Gas  Corporation 
Cotton  Petroleum  Corporation 
CRA  Oil  Exploration  Company 
Davis  OU  Company 
DEPCO,  Inc. 

Diamond  Shamrock  Corporation 
Dow  Chemical  Company  (The) 

Eason  OU  Company 
ECEE,  Inc. 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company 
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Energy  Development  Corporation 
Energy  Reserves  Group,  Inc. 

Energy  Ventures,  Inc. 

Equity  Oil  company 
Exchange  Oil  Sc  Gas  Corporation 
Farmland  Industries,  Inc. 

Farmland  International  Energy  Company 

Felmont  Oil  Corporation 

Florida  Gas  Exploration  Company 

Fluor  Oil  and  Gas  Corporation 

Flying  Diamond  Oil  Corporation 

Forest  Oil  Corporation 

Four  M  Properties,  Ltd. 

Frank  K.  Young 
Freeport  Minerals  Company 
Freeport  Oil  Company 
Freeport  Petroleum  Company 
F^irth  Oil  Co. 

Gas  Producing  Enterprises,  Inc. 

General  American  Oil  Company  of  Texas 

General  Crude  Oil  Company 

Getty  Oil  Company 

Golden  Eagle  Refining  Company.  Inc. 

Great  Basins  Petroleum  Co. 

Greenbrier  Operating  Co. 

H.W.  Bass  Sc  Sons,  Inc. 

Halbouty  Alaska  Oil  Company 
Hamilton  Brothers  Exploration  Company 
Hamilton  Brothers  Oil  and  Gas  Corporation 
Hamilton  Brothers  Oil  Company 
Hassie  Hunt  Exploration  Company 
Hassie  Hunt,  Incorporated 
Higliland  Resources,  Inc. 

Houston  Oil  Sc  Minerals  Corporation 
Hudbay  Exploration,  Inc. 

Hunt  Energy  Corporation 

Hunt  Industries 

Hunt  Investment  Corporation 

Hunt  Oil  Company 

Hunt  Petroleum  Corporation 

Husky  Oil  Company 

ICI  Delaware  Inc. 

Idemitsu  Alaska  Oil  Development  Corpora¬ 
tion 

ISCO,  Inc 
Jack  O.  McCall 

Jenny  Oil  Company,  Incorporated 

Kerr-McGee  Corporation 

Knob  Hill  Oil  Sc  Gas  Company,  Inc. 

Koch  Industries.  Inc. 

Ladd  Petroleum  Corporatiwi 
Lamar  Hunt 

Ijamar  Hunt  Trust  Estate 
Long  Island  Lighting  Company 
Louisiana  Land  and  Exploration  Company 
(The) 

Louisiana  I.and  Offshore  Exploration  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc. 

MAPCO  Inc. 

Marathon  Oil  Company 
Margaret  Hunt  Trust  ^tate 
Maruzen  Oil  of  Alaska,  Inc. 

McCulloch  Oil  and  Gas  Corporation 
McMoRan  Exploration  Co. 

Mesa  Petroleum  Co. 

Mitchell  Energy  Offshore  Corporation 

Mono  Power  Company 

Monsanto  Company 

Murphy  Oil  Corporation 

National  fuel  Gas  Distribution  Corporation 

Natomas  Offshore  Exploration,  Inc. 

NATRESCO  INCORPORATED 

Natural  Gas  Corporation  of  California 

Nelson  B.  Hunt 

Nelson  Bunker  Hunt  Tru.st  Estate 
Nepco  Exploration  corporation 
New  England  energy  Incorporated  New- 
mont  Oil  Company 

New  York  State  Electric  Sc  Gas  corporation 
NICOR  Exploration  Company 
Norcen  Petroleum  Inc. 

Northern  Michigan  Exploration  Company 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Company 


North  Oil  Inc. 

Northwestern  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Com¬ 
pany  (The) 

Ocean  Oil  and  Gas  Company 
Ocean  Production  Company 
Offshore  Company  (The) 

Ogle  Deyelopment  Corporation 
Ogle  Petroleum  Inc. 

Oil  Development  company  of  Texas 
Orange  and  Rockland  Utilities,  Inc. 

OXY  Petroleum,  Inc. 

PanCanadian  Petroleum  Company 
Pan  Eastern  Exploration  Company 
Pavilion  Natural  Gas  Company  (The) 
Pennzoil  Company 

Pennzoil  Louisiana  and  Texas  Offshore,  Inc, 
Pennzoil  Oil  Sc  Gas,  Inc. 

Pennzoil  Producing  Company 
Phillips  Petroleum  Company 
Pinto,  Inc. 

Pioneer  Production  Corporation 
Placid  Oil  Company 
Pogo  Producing  Company 
Quintana  Offshore,  Inc. 

Reading  Sc  Bates  Oil  and  Gas  Co. 

Reserve  Oil,  Inc. 

Rochester  Gss  and  Electric  Corporation 
Rosewood  Corporation  (The) 

Rowan  Petroleum,  Inc. 

Sabine  Production  Company 
Samedan  Offshore  Corporation 
Samedan  Oil  Corporation 
Santa  Fe  Minerals  Co.— U.S. 

Sohlo  Petroleum  Company 
Sonat  Exploration  Company 
South  Coast  Corporation  (The) 

Southern  Natursd  Gas  Company 
Southland  Royalty  Company 
St.  Joe  Petroleum  (U.S.)  Corporation 
St.  Lawrence  Gas  Company,  Inc. 

Sun  Oil  Company  (Delaware) 

Superior  Oil  Company  (The) 

Syracuse  Suburban  Gas  Company,  Inc. 

Terra  Resources,  Inc. 

Tesoro  Petroleum  Corporation 
Tenneco  Oil  Company 
Tenneco  Exploration,  Ltd. 

Tenneco  Exploration  II,  Ltd. 

Tenneco  OCS  Company 
Tenneco  OCS  Limited  Partnership 
Tenneco  Offshore  Company,  Inc. 

Texas  Eastern  Exploration  Co. 

Texas  Gas  Exploration  Corporation 
Texasgulf  Inc. 

Texas  Pacific  Oil  Company,  Inc. 

Texas  Production  Company 
Total  Petroleum,  Inc. 

Transco  Exploration  Company 
TransOcean  Oil,  Inc. 

Union  OU  Company  of  California 
United  Energy  Resources.  Inc. 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company 
United  States  Steel  Corporation 
Vsea,  Inc. 

W.  H.  Hunt 
W.  R.  Grace  Sc  Co. 

Weeks  Petroleum  Corporation 
William  Herbert  Hunt  Trust  Estate 
Williams  Exploration  Company 

In  addition.  Statements  of  Produc¬ 
tion  have  been  received  from  nine 
companies  which  produced  a  daily 
average  of  1.6  million  or  more  barrels 
of  crude  oil,  natural  gas  and  liquified 
petroleum  products  during  the  previ¬ 
ously  mentioned  production  period, 
and  are  therefore  restricted  from  bid¬ 
ding  jointly  with  each  other  during 
the  bidding  period  of  November  1, 
1977,  through  AprU  30,  1978.  This  list 


appeared  in  the  Federal  Registers  of 
October  11,  1977,  and  October  14, 
1977,  cited  as  42  PR  54881,  and  42  FR 
55280. 

George  L.  Tdrcott, 
Acting  Director, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 

November  25, 1977. 

[PR  Doc.  77-34354  Piled  11-30-77;  8.45  ami 


[4310-70] 

National  Park  Sarvica 
NATIONAL  REGISTER  OF  HISTORIC  PLACES 
Additions,  Dalationt,  and  Corractiont 

By  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
February  1,  1977,  Part  IX,  there  was 
published  a  list  of  the  properties  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  National  Register  of  His¬ 
toric  Places.  Further  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  certain  amendments  or  revi¬ 
sions  in  the  nature  of  additions,  dele¬ 
tions,  or  corrections  to  the  previously 
published  list  are  adopted  as  set  out 
below. 

It  is  the  responsibility  of  all  Federal 
agencies  to  take  cognizance  of  the 
properties  included  in  the  National 
Register  as  herein  amended  and  re¬ 
vised  in  accordance  with  section  106  of 
the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act 
of  1966,  80  Stat.  16  U.S.C.  470  et  seq. 
(1970  ed.),  and  the  procedures  of  the 
Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preserva¬ 
tion,  36  CFR  Part  800. 

Ronald  M.  Greenberg, 

Acting  Keeper  of 
the  National  Register. 

ALASKA 

Nome  Division 

St.  Michael,  Fort  St  Michaet  at  St.  Michael  ' 
Bay  (11-10-77). 

St.  Michael,  St  Michael  Redoubt  Site,  at  St. 
Michael  Bay  (11-10-77). 

ARIZONA 

Yavapai  County 

Humboldt  vicinity,  Woolsey  Ranchhouse 
Ruins,  N  of  Humboldt  off  AZ  69  (11-7-77). 

ARKANSAS 

Howard  County 

Center  Point.  Clardy-Lee  House,  AR  26  (11- 
10-77). 

CALIFORNIA 

Alameda  County 

Berkeley,  Berkeley  Women’s  City  Club,  2315 
Durant  Ave.  (10-28-77). 

Fresno  County 

PYesno,  FeresHere  Underground  Gardens, 
5021  W.  Shaw  Ave.  (10-28-77). 

Los  Angeles  County 

Altadena,  Pacific  Electric  Railway  Compa¬ 
ny  Substation  No.  8,  2245  N.  Lake  Ave. 
(11-9-77). 
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Malibu,  Adamson  House,  23200  W.  Pacific 
Coast  Highway  (10-28-77). 

Pasadena,  Pasadena  Athletic  and  Country 
Club.  E.  Green  St.  and  Los  Robies  Ave. 
(11-11-77). 

Napa  County 

Napa.  Buford  House,  1930  Clay  St.  (11-11- 
77) 

Placer  County 

Penryn.  Griffith  Quarry,  Taylor  Rd,  (10-20- 
77*. 

San  Diego  County 

La  Jolla,  Scripps,  George  H.,  Memorial 
Marine  Biological  Laboratory,  8602  La 
Jolla  Shores  Dr.  (11-10-77). 

San  Mateo  County 

Redwood  City,  Redwood  City  Histone  Com¬ 
mercial  Buildings,  Broadway  and  Main 
Sts.  (11-7-77)  HABS. 

Ventura  County 

Ventura,  Bard.  Elizabeth,  Memorial  Hospi¬ 
tal.  121  N.  Fir  St.  (11-11-77). 

COLORADO 

Denver  County 

Denver.  Brinker  Collegiate  Institute,  1726- 
1727  Tremont  PI.  (10-28-77). 

DELAWARE 

Kent  County 

Dover  vicinity,  Carey  Farm  Site.  SE  of 
Dover  off  U.S.  113  (10-20-77). 

Frederica.  Frederica  Historic  District, 
Market.  Front,  and  Da\id  Sts.  (11-9-77). 

Sussex  County 

Middleford  vicinity.  Deep  Creek  Furnace 
Site.  E  of  Middleford  (10-20-77). 

Rehoboth  Beach  vicinity.  Warrington  Site. 

W  of  Rehoboth  Beach  (10-20-77). 

Seaford,  SL  Luke’s  Protestant  Episcopal 
Church,  Front  St.  (10-28-77). 

Seaford  vicinity,  Ross,  Gov.  William  H . 
House.  N  of  Seaford  on  Market  St.  (10-28- 
77) 

FLORIDA 

Dtde  County 

Goulds  vicinity.  Anderson,  William,  General 
Merchandise  Store,  15700  S.W.  232nd  St. 
(10-18-77). 

Hillsborough  County 

Tampa.  Hutchirison  House,  304  Plant  Ave, 
(11-1-77). 

GEORGIA 

Dougherty  County 

Albany.  Farkas,  Samuel,  House,  328  W. 
Broad  Ave.  (11-9-77). 

Oglethorpe  County 

Vesta  vicinity,  Gilmer.  Thomas  M.,  House.  E 
of  Vesta  off  GA  17  (11-2-77), 

Screven  County 

Sylvania  vicinity,  Goodall,  Seaborn,  House. 
N  of  Sylvania  at  jet.  of  U.S.  301  and  GA  24 
(10-17-77). 

GUAM 

Inarajan,  Inarajan  Village.  Rte.  4  (11-7-77). 


IDAHO 

Ada  County 

Boise,  Boise  Historic  District,  Sth  and  6th 
Sts.,  both  sides  of  Idaho  and  Main  Sts. 
(11-9-77). 

Bannock  County 

Pocatello.  Sullivan-Kinney  House.  441  S. 
Garfield  (11-9-77). 

ILLINOIS 

Champaign  County 

Urbana,  Greek  Revival  Cottage,  300  W,  Uni¬ 
versity  Ave.  (10-20-77). 

Jackson  County 

Rockwood  vicinity.  Cleiman  Mound  and  Vil¬ 
lage  Site,  E  of  Rockwood  on  IL  3  (10-18- 
77). 

Union  County 

Ware  Vicinity.  Ware  Mounds  and  Village 
Site.  W  of  Ware  (10-18-77). 

INDIANA 

Floyd  County 

New  Albany.  Scribner  House,  106  E.  Main 
St.  (11-9-77). 

Marion  County 

Indianapolis.  SL  Mary's  Catholic  Church, 
317  N.  New  Jersey  St.  (11-9-77). 

IOWA 

Black  Hawk  County 

Cedar  Falls,  Cedar  Falls  Ice  House,  Franklin 
Ave.  and  1st  St.  (10-21-77). 

Cass  County 

Lewis  vicinity.  Hitchcock,  George  B..  House. 
Wof  Lewis  (11-9-77). 

Dickinson  County 

Milford  vicinity,  Clark,  Gerome,  House,  E  of 
Milford  (11-9-77). 

Mahaska  County 

Oskaloosa.  Smith-Johnson  House,  713  High 
Ave.  E.  (11-9-77). 

Polk  County 

Des  Moines.  Municipal  Building.  E,  1st  and 
l>ocust  Sts.  (11-10-77). 

Van  Biiren  County 

Keosauqua,  Van  Buren  County  Courthouse. 
904  4th  St  (11-9-77). 

KANSAS 

Boubon  County 

Fort  Scott.  Moody  Building,  15  E.  2nd  St. 
(11-9-77). 

Chase  County 

Cotton  Falls.  Chase  County  National  Bank. 

301  Broadway  (11-9-77). 

Elmdale  vicinity.  Clover  Cliff  Ranch  House. 
4  mi.  SW  of  Elmdale  off  U.S.  50  (11-9-77). 

Cloud  County 

Concordia,  Bankers  Loan  and  Trust  Compa¬ 
ny  Building,  101  E.  6th  and  517  Broadway 
(11-9-77). 


Crawford  County 

Pittsburg,  Pittsburg  Public  Library.  4th  and 
Walnut  Sts.  (11-9-77), 

Jackson  County 

Holton,  State  Bank  of  Holton.  4th  and 
Pennsylvania  Ave.  (11-9-77). 

Lyon  County 

Emporia.  Soden,  Hallie  B.,  House,  802  S. 
Commercial  St.  (11-9-77). 

Shawnee  County 

Topeka.  Hicks  Block.  600  W.  6th  Ave.  (11-9- 
77). 

KENTUCKY 

Jjefferson  County 

Anchorage,  Citizens  National  Life  Insur¬ 
ance  Building,  100  Park  Rd.  (11-11-77). 

Scott  County 

Georgetown  vicinity.  Miller,  John  Andrew. 
House,  3  mi.  E  of  Georgetown  off  U.S.  460 
(11-9-77). 

MAINE 

Cumberland  County 

Portland.  Chestnut  Street  Methodist  Church, 
ll-19-Chestnut  St.  (10-20-77). 

iTnox  County 

Tenants  Harbor.  Sail  LofL  off  ME  131  (10- 
28-77). 

MARYLAND 

Harford  County 

Fallston  vicinity.  Bon  Air,  S  of  Fallston  (ll- 
10-77)  HABS. 

MASSACHUSEHS 

Berkshire  County 

Pittsfield,  Old  Central  Fire  Station,  66  Allen 
St.  (11-2-77). 

Norfolk  County 

Norfolk  vicinity,  Warefands.  N  of  Norfolk  at 
103  Boardman  St.  (11-10-77). 

Worcester  County 

Sturbridge.  Sturbridge  Common  Historic 
DistricL  Main  St.  between  Hall  Rd.  and  I- 
86(11-9-77). 

Worcester,  Whitcomb  House.  51  Harvard  St. 
(11-9-77). 

MINNESOTA 

Hennepin  County 

Minneapolis.  Como-Harriet  Streetcar  Line 
and  Trolley,  42nd  St.  W.  and  Queen  Ave. 
S.  (10-17-77). 

Mississtpn 

'  .  Grenada  County 

Grenada  vicinity.  Evergreen  Plantation,  4 
mi.  N  of  Grenada  on  Hardy  Rd.  (10-18- 
77). 

Hinds  County 

Jackson.  Spengler’s  Comer.  101  N.  State  St, 
(10-20-77). 

Wds/itngfon  County 

Greenville.  Wetherbee  House.  509  Washing¬ 
ton  Ave.  (10-28-77). 
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Wilkinson  County 

Woodville,  Office  and  Banking  House  of 
West  Feliciana  Railroad  Company,  Depot 
St.  (10-28-77), 

NEBRASKA 

Nemaha  County 

Brownville  vicinity.  Captain  Meriwether 
Lewis  Dredge,  SE  of  Brownville  (10-28- 
77). 

NEW  JERSEY 

Bergen  County 

Lyndhurst,  River  Road  School,  400  River¬ 
side  Ave.  (11-11-77). 

Ridgewood  vicinity,  Zabriskie,  Albert  J., 
Farmhouse,  E  of  Ridgewood  at  E.  37 
Ridgewood  Ave.  (11-7-77)  HABS. 

Essex  County 

Newark,  Clark,  William,  House,  346  Mount 
Prospect  Ave.  (11-10-77). 

Newark,  Essex  County  Park  Commission  Ad¬ 
ministration  Building,  115  Clifton  Ave. 
(11-11-77). 

Middlesex  County 

Woodbridge,  Barron  Library,  582  Rahway 
Ave.  (11-11-77). 

Monmouth  County 

Tlnton  Falls,  Tinton  Falls  Historic  District, 
Irregular  pattern  along  Tinton  and  Syca¬ 
more  Aves.  (11-10-77). 

Morris  County 

Boonton  vicinity,  Rockaway  Valley  Method¬ 
ist  Church,  NW  of  Boonton  (11-11-77). 
Ledgewood,  Riggs,  Silas,  House,  217  Main 
St.  (11-11-77). 

Livingston  vicinity.  First  Presbyterian 
Church  of  Hanover,  W  of  Livingston  at 
Mount  Pleasant  and  Hanover  Aves.  (11- 
10-77). 

Somerset  County 

Basking  Ridge,  Coffee  House,  214  N.  Maple 
Ave.  (11-7-77). 

Warren  County 

Pinesville  vicinity,  Seigle  Homestead,  N  of 
Finesville  (11-7-77). 

NEW  MEXICO 

Colfax  County 

Raton,  Raton  Downtown  Historic  District, 
roughly  bounded  by  Rio  Grande,  CHark, 
1st  and  3rd  Sts.  (10-21-77). 

NEW  YORK 

Dutchess  County 

Poughkeepsie,  Collingswood  Opera  House 
and  Office  Building,  31-37  Market  St.  (10- 
20-77). 

Livingston  County 

Geneseo,  Main  Street  Historic  District, 
Main  St.  from  the  courthouse  at  Court 
and  North  Sts.  to  South  St.  (7-9-77). 

New  York  County 

New  York,  Duke,  James  B.,  Mansion,  1  E. 
78th  St.  (11-10-77). 

Putnam  County 

Garrison  vicinity.  Boscobel,  N  of  Garrison 
on  NY  9D  (11-7-77). 


FEDERAL 


Union  County 

Union,  Eaton,  Abel  E.,  House,  464  N.  Main 
St.  (11-2-77). 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Carbon  County 

Jim  Thorpe,  Old  Mauch  Chunk  Historic 
District,  Broadway,  Susquehanna,  Race, 
and  High  Sts.  (11-10-77). 

Erie  County 

Waterford,  Eagle  Hotel,  32  High  St.  (10-28- 
77)  HABS. 

Northampton  County 

Nazareth  vicinity,  Jacobsburg  Historic  Dis¬ 
trict,  3  mi.  NE  of  Nazareth  off  PA  115  (10- 
17-77). 

Philadelphia  County 

Philadelphia.  Graver’s  Lane  Station,  Grav¬ 
ers  Lane  and  Reading  Railroad  Line  (11-7- 
77). 

Philadelphia,  Laurel  Hill  Cemetery,  3822 
Ridge  Ave.  (10-28-77)  HABS. 

Philadelphia,  Sims,  Joseph,  House,  228  S. 
9th  St.  (11-14-77)  HABS. 

Wayne  County 

Starrucca,  Stone  Arch  Bridge,  Starrucca 
Creek,  SR  57054  (10-21-77). 

Westmoreland  County 

Greensburg,  Greensburg  Railroad  Station, 
Harrison  Ave.  (11-7-77). 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 

Aiken  County 

Jackson  vicinity.  Silver  Bluff,  5  mi.  W  of 
Jackson  on  Savannah  River  (11-1-77). 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Stanley  County 

Fort  Pierre,  Stockgrowers  Bank  Building, 
Deadwood  and  Main  Sts.  (11-11-77). 

TENNESSEE 

McMinn  County 

Etowah.  Etowah  Depot,  U.S.  411  (10-17-77). 

TEXAS 

Concho  County 

Paint  Rock,  Concho  County  Courthouse, 
Public  Sq.  (11-7-77), 

Dallas  County 

Dallas,  Majestic  Theatre,  1925  Elm  St.  (11- 
14-77). 

Harris  County 

Houston,  Union  Station,  501  Ch-awford  St. 
(11-10-77). 


Rensselaer  County 

Troy,  Burden  Iron  Works  Site,  E  of  Burden 
Ave.  (11-10-77), 

Warren  County 

Glens  Falls,  Sherman  House,  380  Glen  St. 
(11-7-77). 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

Durham  County 

Durham,  Downtown  Durham  Historic  Dis¬ 
trict,  roughly  bounded  by  Peabody. 
Morgan.  Seminary,  Cleveland,  Parrish, 
and  Queen  Sts.  (11-1-77). 

Pasquotank  County 

Elizabeth  City,  Elizabeth  City  Historic  Dis¬ 
trict,  irregular  pattern  along  Main  St.  (10- 
18-77). 

OHIO 

Athens  County 

Glouster  vicinity,  Palos  Covered  Bridge,  1 
mi.  N  of  Gloucester  off  OH  13  (11-11-77). 

Butler  County 

Hamilton  vicinity,  Beckett-Manrod  House, 
2019  Stillwell-Beckett  Rd.  (11-11-77). 

Hamilton  County 

Cincinnati,  Edgecliff  Area  Historic  Group, 
2220  Victory  Parkway  (11-11-77). 

Jackson  County 

Coalton,  Miner’s  Supply  Store  ( Wood,  Enoch 
and  Sons,  Hardware  Store),  Main  and  2nd 
Sts.  (11-1-77). 

Licking  County 

Newark,  Sherwood-Davidson  and  Bucking¬ 
ham  Houses,  W.  Main  and  6th  Sts.  (11-10- 
77). 

Lucas  County 

Toledo,  Burt’s  Theater,  719-723  Jefferson 
St.  (11-1-77). 

Montgomery  County 

Dayton  vicinity,  Arnold  Homs  lead,  N  of 
Dayton  on  OH  201  (11-7-77). 

OREGON 

Baker  County 

Baker,  Baker  Municipal  Natatorium,  12470 
Grove  St.  (10-17-77), 

Douglas  County 

Winchester  Bay  vicinity,  Umpaqua  River 
Light  House,  SW  of  Winchester  Bay  off 
U.S.  101  (10-21-77). 

Jackson  County 

Ashland,  Carter,  H.  B.,  House,  91  Gresham 
St.  (11-2-77). 

Lane  County 

Eugene  vicinity.  Spores,  Jacob  C.,  House,  N 
of  Eugene  at  90311  Coburg  Rd.  (11-2-77). 
Junction  City,  Lee,  Dr.  Norman  L.,  House, 
655  HoUy  St.  (11-2-77), 

Multnomah  County 

Portland,  Concord  Building,  208  SW.  Stark 
St.  (10-21-77). 

Portland,  Forbes  and  Breeden  Building,  309 
SW.  3rd  Ave.  (10-20-77). 


UTAH 

Salt  Lake  County 

Salt  Lake  City,  Independent  Order  of  Odd 
Fellows  Hall,  41  Post  Office  PI.  (11-7-77). 
Salt  Lake  City,  Tenth  Ward  Square,  400 
South  and  800  East  (11-11-77). 

Utah  County 

Payson,  Dixon,  Christopher  F.  (Jack)  Jr., 
House,  248  N.  Main  St.  (11-7-77). 

Pleasant  Grove,  Olpin,  Joseph,  House,  510 
Locust  Ave.  (11-7-77). 
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Washington  County 

St.  George,  St  George  Temple,  bounded  by 
200  East.  300  East,  400  South,  and  500 
South  (11-7-77). 

VERMONT 

Bennington  County 

Manchester  vicinity.  Hildene,  S  of  Manches¬ 
ter  off  U  S.  7  (10-28-77). 

Chittenden  County 

Burlington.  Battery  Street  Historic  District. 
roughly  bounded  by  Lake  Champlain. 
Mam.  Maple,  and  St.  Pauls  Sts.  (both 
sides)  (11-2-77). 

Orange  County 

East  Topsham,  Chase,  Elwin,  House,  off  VT 
25(11-2-77). 

Rutland  County 

Sudbury.  Sudbury  Congregational  Church. 
VT  30  (10-28-77). 

Washington  County 

South  Northfield.  Old  Red  Milt  VT  12  (10- 
20-77). 

Windsor  County 

North  Springfield  vicinity,  Stellafane  Obser¬ 
vatory.  S  of  North  Springfield  off  Breezy 
Hill  Rd  (11-7-77). 

VIRGIN  ISLANDS 

St  John  Island 

Coral  Bay.  Emmaus  Moravian  Church  and 
Manse  (.11-7-77). 

VIRGINIA 

Falls  Church  (independent  city) 

Birch  House,  312  E.  Broad  St.  (10-26-77). 

King  William  County 

King  William  vicinity.  Sweet  Halt  S  of  King 
William  (11-7-77)  HABS. 

Richmond  (independent  city) 

Virgtnio  Mutual  Building  (Virginia  Trust 
Company),  821  E.  Main  St.  (11-7-77). 


WASHINGTON 

Benton  County 

Prosser  vicinity.  Glade  Creek  Site.  SE  of 
Prosser  (10-21-77). 

Grays  Harbor  County 

Westport  vicinity.  Grays  Harbor  Light  Sta¬ 
tion.  W  of  Westport  (11-2-77). 

Jefferson  County 

Port  Toamsend.  Saunders,  James  C.,  House, 
Sims  Way  (10-18-77). 

King  County 

Seattle.  Duwamish  Number  1  Site,  S  of  El¬ 
liott  Bay  (10-18-77). 

Pacific  County 

Ilwaco.  Colbert  House,  Quaker  and  Lake  Sts. 
(10-18-77). 

San  Juan  County 

Elast  Sound  vicinity,  Patos  Island  Light  Sta¬ 
tion.  N  of  East  Sound  on  Patos  Island  ( 10- 
21-77). 


Skagit  County 

Anacortes,  Anacortes  Public  Library,  1305 
8th  St.  (10-21-77). 

Snohomish  County 

Everett,  McCabe  Building.  3120  Heautt  Ave. 
(10-21-77). 

Mukilteo,  Mukilteo  Light  Station.  WA  525 
(10-21-77). 

Whatcom  County 

Bellingham,  Aforse.  Robert  L,  House,  1014  N. 
Garden  St.  (11-7-77). 

Bellingham.  Old  Main.  Western  Washington 
State  College.  516  High  St.  (11-7-77). 

Bellingham,  Boeder,  Victor  A.,  House.  2600 
Sunset  Dr.  (11-7-77). 

Yakima  County 

Saw  yer  vicinity,  Mattoon  Cabin,  S  of 
Sawyer  on  U.S.  12  (10-28-77). 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

\ 

Kanawha  County 

St.  Albans.  SL  Mark's  Episcopal  Church, 
405-407  B  St.  (11-7-77). 

WISCONSIN 

Milwaukee  County 

Franklin.  Painesville  Chapel.  2740  W.  Ryan 
Rd.  (11-7-77)  HABS. 

Milwaukee.  Machek,  Ifobert,  House,  1305  N. 
19th  St.  (10-28-77)  HABS. 

Milwaukee.  Turner  Hall.  1034  N.  4th  St.  (11- 
7-77). 

Racine  County 

Racine,  Southside  Historic  District,  roughly 
bounded  by  Lake  Michigan,  DeKoven 
Ave.,  Villa,  and  8th  Sts.  (10-18-77). 

Rock  County 

Clinton  vicinity,  Wyman-Rye  Farmstead.  N 
of  Clinton  on  Wyman-Rye  Dr.  (11-7-77). 

Waukesha  County 

Delafield,  SL  John’s  Military  Academy, 
Genessee  St.  (10-28-77). 


•  #  •  •  * 

The  following  is  a  list  of  corrections 
to  properties  previously  listed  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

ARIZONA 

Yavapai  County 

Camp  Verde,  Fort  Verde  Historic  DistricL 
roughly  bounded  by  Woods  St.  (includes 
both  sides).  Camp  Verde  Highway,  Verde 
ditch,  and  Marksberry  St.  (10-7-71). 

'MISSOURI 

SL  Louis  County 

Florisant,  Myers,  John  B.,  House  and  Bam, 
180  Dunn  Rd.  (12-13-74)  HABS 


«  #  #  •  • 

The  •following  properties  have  been 
removed  from  the  National  Register  of 
Historic  Places. 


GEORGIA 

Fulton  County 

Atlanta.  Carnegie  Library  of  Atlanta,  126 
Carnegie  Way,  NW. 

TEXAS 

Travis  County 

Austin.  Hardeman  House.  401  E.  16th  St. 
Austin,  Doyle  House,  310  E.  14th  St. 

•  •  •  •  * 


The  following  properties  have  been 
determined  to  be  eligible  for  inclusion 
in  the  National  Register.  All  determi¬ 
nations  of  eligibility  are  made  at  the 
request  of  the  concerned  Federal 
Agency  under  the  authorities  in  sec¬ 
tion  2(b)  and  1(3)  of  Executive  Order 
11593  as  implemented  by  the  Advisory 
Council  on  Historic  Preservation.  36 
CFR  Part  800.  This  listing  is  not  com¬ 
plete.  Pursuant  to  the  authorities  dis¬ 
cussed  herein,  an  Agency  Official  shall 
refer  any  questionable  actions  to  the 
Director.  Office  of  Archeology  and 
Historic  Preservation.  National  Park 
Service,  Department  of  the  Interior, 
for  an  opinion  respecting  a  property’s 
eligibility  for  inclusion  in  the  National 
Register, 

Historical  properties  which  are  de¬ 
termined  to  be  eligible  for  inclusion  in 
the  National  Register  of  Historic 
Places  are  entitled  to  protection  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  106  of  the  National 
Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966,  as 
amended,  and  t^e  pr(x:edures  of  the 
Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preserva¬ 
tion.  36  CFR  Part  800.  Agencies  are 
advised  that  in  accord  with  the  proce¬ 
dures  of  the  Advisory  Council  on  His¬ 
toric  Preservation,  before  an  agency  of 
the  Federal  Government  may  under¬ 
take  any  project  which  may  have  an 
effect  on  such  a  property,  the  Adviso¬ 
ry  Council  on  Historic  Preservation 
shall  be  given  an  opportunity  to  com¬ 
ment  on  the  proposal. 

ALABAMA 

Green  County 

Gainesville  vicinity.  Archeological  Sites  tn 
Gainesville  ProjecL  Tombigbee  Waterway 
(also  in  Pickens  and  Sumter  counties). 
Tombigbee  River  Multi-Resource  District*, 
also  in  Pickens  Co..  AL  and  Tishomingo. 
Prentiss.  Tawamba.  Monroe,  Clay. 
Lowndes.  Noxubee  Cos..  MS. 

Jefferson  County 
Site  lJe36.  Project  1-459-4(4). 

Lowndes  County 

Jones  Bluff  Park  Site  (1  Au  139),  Jones 
Bluff  Lake  Project.  . 

Madison  County 

Huntsville.  Lee  House,  Red  Stone  Arsenal. 

Montgomery  County 

Gunter  Hill  Park  Site  (1  MT  134),  Jones 
Bluff  Lake  Project. 
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Washington  County 

Sunflower  vicinity.  Dr.  Williams  Home.  AL 
project  RF-98(7). 

ALASKA 

Fairbanks  Division 
Davidson  Ditch,  Steese  Hwy. 

Nome  Division 

Cape  Nome  vicinity,  Nuk  Site,  Nome-Coun- 
cil  Rd. 

Little  Diomede  Isiand,  lyapanc,  John 
House. 

Sitka  Division 

Crab  Bay,  Crab  Bay  Petroglyph. 

ARIZONA 

Apache  County 

Grand  Canyon  National  Park,  Old  Post 
Office. 

Apache  County 

Painted  Cliffs  Archeological  District  iArizo- 
na  K:12.3,  K:12:87,  K:12:238.  K:12:239). 
Lupton  Interchange  of  1-40. 

Conconino  County 

Gray  Mountain  Site  (AR-02-020-946). 

House  Rock  Springs,  Upper  Houserock 
Valley. 

Paria  Plateau  Archeological  District 
Graham  County 

Foote  Wash— No  name  Wash  Archeological 
\  District 

Maricopa  County 

Beth  Israel  Synagogue,  120  E.  Culver. 

Cave  Creek  Archeological  District 
Glendale  vicinity.  Cave  Creek  Dam, 

New  River  Dams  Archeological  District 
.  Phoenix,  Brooks,  M.  B.,  House,  334B  75th 
Ave. 

Phoenix,  Ellis-Shackleford  House,  1242  N. 
Central. 

Phoenix,  Evans  Bam,  67th  Ave.,  between 
Van  Buren  and  McDowell. 

Phoenix,  Fennemore  House,  SOI  E.  More¬ 
land. 

Phoenix,  Hidden-Porcher  House,  763  E. 
Moreland. 

Phoenix,  Ivy  House,  111  W.  Monroe  St. 
Phoenix,  Kenilworth  Elementary  Schoot 
1210  N.  5th  Ave. 

Phoenix,  La  Ciudad  Archeological  Site. 
Phoenix,  Las  Colinas  {Arizona  T:12810), 
1200  block  of  N.  27th  Ave. 

Phoenix,  Pieri-Elliott  House,  767  E.  More¬ 
land. 

Phoenix.  Steward  House,  1115  N.  Central. 
Site  T:4:6. 

Site  V:l:30  U.5.t/.), 

Site  U:l:31  {A.S.U.) 

Skunk  Creek  Archeological  District 

Mohave  County 

Colorado  City  vicinity.  Short  Creek  Reser¬ 
voir  States,  NA  13,257  and  NA  13,258. 

Navajo  County 

Polacca  vicinity,  Walpi  Hopi  Village,  adja¬ 
cent  to  Polacca. 

Pima  County 
Tucson,  Convento  Site. 


Yavapai  County 

Copper  Basin  Archeological  District  Pres¬ 
cott  National  Forest. 

Yuma  County 

Eagle  Trail  Mountains  Archeological  Site. 

ARKANSAS 

Archeological  Sites,  Black  River  Watershed. 
Clay  County 

Site  3CY34,  Little  Black  River  Watershed. 
Craighead  County 

Mangrum  Site  (State  Site  Number  3CG636). 
Faulkner  County 

Site  3WH145,  E  Fork  of  Cadron  Creek  Wa¬ 
tershed  (also  in  Wliite  county). 

Sites  3VB49-3VB51,  N  fork  Cadron  Creek 
Watershed. 

Hempstead  County 

Archeological  Sites  in  Ozan  Creeks  Water¬ 
shed. 

Lonoke  County 

Scott  vicinity,  William  S  Pemberton  House. 
Ouachita  County 

Camden,  Old  Post  Office,  Washington  St, 
Poinsett  County 

Riverside  Site  (State  Site  Number  3P0395). 

CALIFORNIA 

Archeological  Sites,  Buchanan  Dam  at 
Chowchilla  River. 

Alameda  County 

Oakland,  First  Unitarian  Cfhurch,  685  14th 
St. 

Oakland,  Ginn,  Frederick  B.,  House,  660 
13th  St. 

Oakland,  Greene,  Charles  S.,  Library  Build¬ 
ing,  659  14th  St. 

Oakland,  Mahoney,  Thomas,  House,  669  8th 
St. 

Oakland,  Preservation  Park  Historic  Dis¬ 
trict,  bounded  by  10th,  14th,  Castro,  and 
Grove  Sts. 

Oakland,  Quinn,  William  'H.,  House,  1425 
Castro  St. 

Oakland,  Rectory,  Church  of  the  Immacu¬ 
late  Conception,  662  7th  St. 

Oakland,  Remillard,  Pierre,  House,  654  13th 
St. 

Oakland,  SL  Mary’s  Church,  Jefferson  and 
8th  Sts. 

Oakland,  St  Mary’s  Church  Rectory,  707 
Jefferson  St. 

Oakland,  White,  James  House,  702  11th  St, 

Oakland,  920  Brush  Street 

Oakland,  1811-1813  Brush  Street 

Oakland,  716  Castro  Street 

Oakland,  1416  Castro  Street 

Oakland,  905  Grove  Street 

Oakland,  669  Ninth  Street 

Oakland,  576  Sixth  Street 

Oakland,  782-784  Twelfth  Street 

Oakland,  1226-1228  West  Street 

Alpine  County 

Woodsford  vicinity.  Archeological  Site  4- Alp- 
105. 

Amador  County 

Amador  City,  35  mi.  SE  of  Sacramento. 


Benito  County 

Chalone  Creek  Archeological  Sites,  i*inna- 
cles  National  Monument. 

Calaveras  County 

New  Melones  Historical  District  New  Me- 
lones  Lake  Project  area,  Stanislaus  River 
(also  in  Tuolumne  Coimty). 

_  Colusa  County 

Stoneyford  vicinity.  Upper  and  Lower  Letts 
Valley  Historical  District  12  mi.  SW  of 
Stoneyford. 

Del  Norte  County 

Chimney  Rock,  Six  Rivers  National  Forest 
Doctor  Rock,  Six  Rivers  National  Forest. 

Peak  No.  8,  Six  Rivers  National  Forest. 

El  Dorado  County 

Site  Eld-58. 

Giebenhahn  House  and  Mountain  Brewery 
Complex. 

Fresno  County 

Helms  Pumped  Storage  Archeological  Sites, 
Sierra  National  Forest. 

Home  Camp  T.S.  (6  archeological  sites)  in 
Sierra  National  Forest. 

Glenn  County 

Stick  Lake  Prehistoric  Site,  Case  No.  05-08- 
67,  Mendocino  National  Forest. 

Upper  Leach  Lake  Prehistoric  Site,  Case  No. 

05-08-67,  Mendocino  National  Forest. 
Willows  \dclnity.  White  Hawk  Top  Site, 
Twin  Rocks  Ridge  Road  Reconstruction 
Project. 

Humboldt  County 
Eureka,  Eureka  Historic  District 
Imperial  County 

Giamis  vicinity.  Chocolate  Mountain  Ar¬ 
cheological  District 
Lake  Cahuilla,  Lot  1. 

Lake  Cahuilla,  Lot  5. 

Inyo  County 

Scotty’s  Castle,  Death  Valley  National 
Monument. 

Scotty’s  Ranch,  Death  Valley  National 
Monument. 

The  Twenty  Mule  Team  Borax  Wagon  Road 
(also  in  Kem  and  San  Bernardino  coun¬ 
ties). 

Kem  County 
Site  Ca-Ker-322. 

Lassen  County 

Archeological  Site  HJ-1  and  HJ-5. 

Los  Angeles  County 

Big  Tuijunga  Prehistoric  Archeological  Site, 
I  210  Project. 

Los  Angeles,  Fire  Station  No.  26,  2475  W. 
Washington  Blvd. 

Los  Angeles,  Venice  Short  Line  Tract 
Venice  Blvd.  from  Lincoln  Blvd.  to  Pacific 
Ave. 

Pico  Rivera,  National  Bank  of  Pico,  9235 
Whittier  Blvd. 

Van  Norman  Reservoir,  Site  CA-LAN  646, 
CA-LAN  643,  Site  CA-LAN  499,  and  a  clus¬ 
ter  made  up  of  Sites  CA-LAN,  475,  491, 
492,  and  493. 

Madera  County 

Bass  Lake  Archeological  Sites  CA-MAD  176- 
185. 
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Lower  China  Crossing. 

New  Site. 

Marin  County 

Point  Reyes,  P.  E.  Booth  Company  Pier, 
Point  Reyes  National  Seashore. 

Point  Reyes,  Point  Reyes  Light  Station. 

Modoc  County 

Alturas  vicinity.  Rail  Spring,  about  30  mi. 
N.  of  Alturas  in  Modoc  National  Forest. 

Johnson  Slough  Site  (Site  I). 

Tulelake  vicinity.  Lava  Bed  National  Monu¬ 
ment  Archeological  District,  S.  of  Tulelake 
(also  in  Siskiyou  County). 

Mono  County 

Archeological  Site  CA-MNO-684. 

Monterey  County 

Big  Sur.  Point  Sur  Light  Station. 

Pacific  Grove.  Point  Pinos  Light  Station. 

Napa  County 

Archeological  Sites  4-Nap-14.  4-Nap-261. 
Napa  River  Flood  Control  Project. 

Plumas  County 

Mineral,  Bay  Bam  and  Cook’s  Cabin, 
Drakesbad  (Sifford  Family)  Guest  House, 
Lassen  V'olcanic  National  Park. 

Mineral.  Summit  Lake  Ranger  Station, 
Lassen  Volcanic  National  Park. 

Riverside  County 

Twentynine  Palms.  Cottonwood  Oasis  (Cot¬ 
tonwood  Springs),  Joshua  Tree  National 
Monument. 

Twentynine  Palms,  Lost  Horse  Mine,  Joshua 
Tree  National  Monument. 

Sacramento  County 

Sacramento  River  Bank  Protection  Project, 
Site  1,  Sacramento  River. 

Sacramento  Weir. 

Sacramento,  Tower  Bridge,  M  St.  over  Sac¬ 
ramento  River  (also  in  Yolo  County). 

San  Bernardino  County 

Ontario,  Euclid  Avenue  Railroad  Grade  Sep¬ 
aration-Properties. 

Squaw  Spring  Well  Archeological  District 

Steam  Well  Petroghlyph  Archeological  Dis¬ 
trict 

Tmna  Pinnacles  Railroad  Camp. 

Twentynine  Palms.  Keys,  Bill,  Ranch, 
Joshua  Tree  National  Monument. 

Twentynine  Palms,  Twentynine  Pal.ns 
Oasis,  Joshua  Tree  National  Monument. 

San  Diego  County 

Escondido  vicinity,  Caltrans’  Project  (Ar¬ 
cheological  Site  4-SDi-45S8) 

North  Island,  Camp  Howard,  V.S.  Marine 
Corps,  Naval  Air  Station. 

North  Island.  Rockwell  field.  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion. 

San  Diego.  Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot 
Barnett  Ave. 

San  Francisco  County 

Forest  Hill  Station. 

North  Point  Park/Marina  (Eagle  Cafe  and 
Pier  Facades),  San  Francisco  northern  wa¬ 
terfront. 

San  Francisco.  Tirtn  Peaks  Tunnel 
San  Luis  Obispo  County 

New  Cuyana  vicinity,  Caliente  Mountain 
Aircraft  Lookout  Tower,  13  mi.  NW.  of 
New  Cuyana  off  Rte.  166. 


San  Luis  Obispo.  San  Luis  Obispo  Light 
Station. 

San  Mateo  County 

Hillsborough,  Point  Montara  Light  Station. 

Santa  Barbara  County 

Santa  Barbara,  Site  SBa-1330,  Santa 
Monica  Creek. 

Site  CA-Sba-1323. 

Santa  Clara  County 

Sunnyvale.  Theuerkauf  House.  Naval  Air 
Station,  Moffett  Field. 

Shasta  County 

Mineral.  Comfort  Station,  Lassen  Volcanic 
National  Park. 

Mineral,  Park  Entrance  Station  and  Resi¬ 
dence,  Lassen  Volcanic  National  Park. 

Mineral,  Park  Naturalist’s  Residence, 
Lassen  Volcanic  National  Park. 

Mineral.  Warner  Valley  Ranger  Station, 
Lassen  Volcanic  National  Park. 

Redding  vicinity.  Squaw  Creek  Archeological 
Site,  NE  of  Redding. 

Whiskeytown,  Irrigation  System  (165  and 
166),  Whiskeytown  National  Recreation 
Area. 

« 

Sierra  County 

Archeological  Site  HJ-5  (Border  Site  26WA- 
1676). 

Properties  in  Bass  Lake  Sewer  Project 

Siskiyou  County 

Thomas- Wright  Battle  Site,  Lava  Beds  Na¬ 
tional  Monument. 

Sonoma  County 

Dry  Cree  k-Warm  Springs  Valley  Archeologi¬ 
cal  District 

Petaluma,  Ferrell  Home,  500  E.  Washington 
St. 

Santa  Rosa.  Santa  Rosa  Post  Office. 

Tehama  County 

Los  Molinos  vicinity,  Ishi  Site  ( Yahi  Camp), 
E  of  Los  Molinos  in  Deer  Creek  Canyon. 

Tulare  County 

Atwell’s  Mill  Sequoia  National  Park. 

Cattle  Cabins,  Sequoia  National  Park. 

Quinn  Ranger  Station. 

Ventura  County 

Simi  Valley,  Archeological  Site  Ven-341. 

Yuba  County 

Site  4-Yub-S27  (Marysville  Riverfront  Park 
Project),  along  the  Feather  River,  City  of 
Marysville. 

COLORADO 

Douglas  County 

Keystone  Railroad  Bridge,  Pike  National 
Forest. 

El  Paso  County 

Colorado  Springs,  Old  El  Paso  County  Jail, 
comer  of  Vermijo  and  Cascade  Ave. 

Larimer  County 

Estes  Park.  Beaver  Meadows  Maintenance 
Area.  Rocky  Mountain  National  Park  util¬ 
ity  area. 

Sites  S-LR-2S7  and  S-LR-263,  Boxelder  Wa¬ 
tershed  Project, 


Pitkin  County 

Emma,  Emma  Historic  District. 

Pueblo  County 

Pueblo.  Pueblo  Federal  Building  (U.S.  Post 
Office),  Sth  and  Main  Sts. 

CONNECTICUT 

Fairfield  County 

Bridgeport.  Pequonnock  River  Bridge, 
crosses  Pequonnock  River. 

Bridgeport  Harbor,  Bridgeport  Canal 
Barges. 

Cos  Cob,  Cos  Cob  Bridge,  over  Mianus 
River. 

Devon,  Devon  Bridge,  over  Housatonic 
River  between  Stratford  and  Devon. 

Norwalk,  Washington  Street— S.  Main  Street 
Area. 

South  Norwalk,  Norwalk  River  Bridge. 

Westport.  Saugatuck  River  Bridge,  over 
Saugatuck  River. 

Hartford  County 

Farmington,  Gridley-Parsons-Staples  Home¬ 
stead,  Rte.  4.  Farmington  Ave. 

Granby,  Granby  Center. 

Hartford,  Christ  Church  Cathedral  and  Ca¬ 
thedral  House,  955  Main  St.  and  45 
Church  St. 

Hartford,  Houses  on  Charter  Oak  Place. 

Hartford,  Houses  on  Wethersfield  Avenue, 
between  Morris  and  Wyllys  Sts.,  particu¬ 
larly  Nos.  97-81,  65. 

Manchester,  Batson  Farm  House,  Burnham 
St. 

Manchester,  Portions  of  Cheney  Silk  Mills 
Industrial  Complex  (Cheney  Homes  Area). 

South  Windsor,  Greek  Revival  House,  87 
Long  Hill  Rd. 

South  Windsor,  Late  Federal  House,  78 
Long  Hill  Rd. 

Southington,  Lewis,  Sally,  House,  500  N. 
Main  St. 

Windsor.  Mills,  Elijah,  House,  45  Deerfield 
Rd. 

Middlesex  County 

Middletown.  Cookson,  John,  House,  S.  Main 
St. 

Middletown,  Fuller,  Caleb,  House,  Upper 
Williams  St. 

Middletown,  Main  Street  Firehouse,  533 
Main  St. 

Middletown,  Main  Street  South  Historic 
District,  Mansion  Block. 

Middletown.  Middletown  High  School, 
Court  and  Pearl  Sts. 

Middletown,  Southmayd,  William,  House, 
Lower  Williams  St. 

Old  Saybrook,  Connecticut  River  Bridge, 
Connecticut  River  between  Old  Saybrook 
and  Old  Lyme. 

New  London  County 

East  Lyme,  Nianttc  River  Bridge,  crosses 
Niantic  River. 

Groton.  Groton  Bridge,  over  Thames  River 
between  Groton  and  New  London. 

Mystic,  Mystic  River  Railroad  Brit^ge. 
Mystic  River  between  Mystic  and  Groton. 

New  London,  Bank  Street  Historic  District. 

New  London,  Buckingham  Memorial  Build¬ 
ing,  307  Main  St. 

New  London,  Shaw's  Cove  Bridge,  over 
Shaw's  Cove. 

New  London,  Williams  Memorial  Institute 
Building,  110  Broad  St. 

Norwich,  Washington  Street  Historic  Dis¬ 
trict,  Project  103-159. 
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New  Haven  County 

Ansonia  Opera  House,  100  Main  St. 

New  Haven,  Grand  Avenue  Drawbridge, 
over  Quinnipiac  River. 

Windham  County 

Brooklyn,  Quebec  Historic  District  (Quebec 
Village). 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Auditors’ Building.  201  14th  St.  SW. 

Brick  Sentry  Tower  and  Wall,  along  M  St. 
Central  Heating  Plant,  13th  andT  Sts.  SW. 

SE  between  4th  and  6th  Sts.  SE. 

1700  Block  Q  Street  NW,  1700-1744,  1746, 
1748  Q  St.  NW.;  1536,  1538,  1540,  1602, 
1604,  1606,  1608,  17th  St.  NW. 

FLORIDA 

Broward  County 

Hillsboro  Inlet,  Coast  Guard  Light  Station. 
Collier  County 

Marco  Island,  Archeological  Sites  on  Marco 
Island. 

Monroe  County 

Knights  Key  Moser  Channel— Packet  Chan¬ 
nel  Bridge  (Seven  Mile  Bridge) 

Long  Key  Bridge 

Old  Bahia  Honda  Bridge 

Pinellas  County 

Bay  Pines,  VA  Center,  Sections  2,  3,  and  11 
TWP  31-S,  R-15E. 

GEORGIA 

Bibb  County 

Macon,  Vineville  Avenue  Area,  both  sides  of 
Vineville  Ave.  from  Forsyth  and  Hardman 
Sts.  to  Pio  Nono  Ave. 

Carroll  County 

Jordan-Hampton  House,  Route  1. 

Chatham  County 

Archeological  Site,  end  of  Skidaway  Island. 
Savannah,  516  Ott  Street 
Savannah,  908  Wheaton  Street 
Savannah,  914  Wheaton  Street 
Savannah,  920  Wheaton  Street 
Savannah,  928  Wheaton  Street 
Savannah,  930  Wheaton  Street 
Skidaway  Island,  Priest’s  Landing  Moum^. 

Clay  County 

Archeological  Site  WGC-73,  downstream 
from  Walter  F.  George  Dam. 

Cobb  County 

Bostwick,  Charles  C.,  House,  325  Atlanta  St. 
Brumby,  Amoldus,  House,  472  Powder 
Springs  St. 

Clay,  Alexander  Stephens,  House,  353  Atlan¬ 
ta  St. 

McCullock-Wellons  House,  348  Powder 
Springs  Rd. 

Marietta,  Waterman  Street  School  (Joseph 
T.  Walker  School),  205  Waterman  St. 
Slaughter,  M.G.,  Cottage,  216  Fraser  St. 

De  Kalb  County 

Atlanta,  Atkins  Park  Subdivision,  St.  Au¬ 
gustine,  St.  Charles,  and  St.  Louis  places. 
Cottingin  Building,  97  Broad  St.  SW. 
Decatur,  Sycamore  Street  Area. 

Stone  Mountain,  Evans-WiUiams  House, 
459  Hairston  Rd. 


Fulton  County 

Atlanta,  Downtown  Atlanta  Historic  Dis¬ 
trict  beginning  at  Jet.  Atlanta  St.  and 
Central  Ave. 

Gordon  County 

Haynes,  Cleo,  House  and  Frame  Structure, 
University  of  Georgia. 

Moss— Kelly  House,  Sallacoa  Creek  area. 

Greene  County 

Wallace  Reservoir  Archeological  District 
(also  in  Hancock,  Morgan,  and  Putnam 
counties). 

Gwinnett  County 

Duluth,  Hudgins,  Scott  Home  (Charles  W. 
Summerour  House),  McClure  Rd. 

Hancock  County 

Wallace  Dam  vicinity.  Archeological  Site  9 
Pm  215  (Wallace  Dam  Trailrace  Project), 
SE  of  Wallace  Dam  on  Oconee  River  (also 
in  Putnam  County). 

Wallace  Dam  vicinity.  Archeological  Site  9 
Pm  247  (Wallace  Dam  Trailrace  Project), 
SW  of  SR  16  bridge  (also  in  Putnam 
County). 

Heard  County 

Philpott  HomeSite  and  Cemetery,  on  bluff 
above  Chattahoochee  River  where  Gray¬ 
son  Trail  leads  into  river. 

Richmond  County 

Archeological  Sites  Project  F-117-1  (7). 

Augusta,  Blanche  Mill. 

Augusta,  Enterprise  Mill. 

Augusta,  Green  Street 

Stewart  County 

Rood  Mounds,  Walter  F.  George  Dam  and 
Reservoir 

Sumter  County 

Americus,  Aboriginal  Chet  Quarry,  Souther 
Field. 

HAWAII 

Hawaii  County 

Hawaii  Volcanoes  National  Park,  Mauna 
Loa  Trail 

Kwalakakwa  Bay,  Kona  Field  System. 

Maui  County 

Hana  vicinity,  Kipahulu  Historic  District 
SW  of  Hana  on  Rts.  31. 

Oahu  County 

Barber’s  Point  Harbor. 

Moanalua  Valley. 

IDAHO 

Ada  County 

Boise,  Alexanders,  826  Main  St. 

Boise,  Falks  Department  Store,  100  N.  8th 
St. 

Boise,  Idaho  Building,  216  N.  8th  St. 

Boise.  Simplot  Building  (Boise  City  Nation¬ 
al  Bank),  805  Idaho  St. 

Boise,  Union  Building,  712V4  Idaho  St. 

Note.— 

Clearwater  County 

Orofino  vicinity.  Canoe  Camp— Suite  18,  Vf 
of  Orofino  on  U.S.  12  in  Nez  Perce  Nation¬ 
al  Historical  Park. 


Gem  C  ounty 

Marsh  and  Ireton  Ranch,  Montour  Flood 
project. 

Town  of  Montour,  Montour  Flood  project. 
Idaho  County 

Karmiah  vicinity.  East  Kamiah— Suite  15. 
SE  of  Kamiah  on  U.S.  12  in  Nez  Perce  Na¬ 
tional  Historical  Park. 

Lemhi  County 

Tendoy,  Lewis  and  Clark  Trail,  Pattee  Creek 
.  Camp. 

Nez  Perce  County 

Lapwai,  Fort  Lapwai  Officer’s  Quarters, 
Phinney  Dr.  and  C  St.  in  Nez  Perce  Na¬ 
tional  Park. 

Lapwai,  Spalding. 

Lewiston,  Fix  Building,  211-213  Main  St. 
Lewiston,  Lower  Snake  River  Archeological 
District 

Lewiston,  Moxley  Building,  215  Main  St. 
Lewiston,  Scully  Building,  209  Main  St. 
Lewistown  vicinity,  Hatwayma  Village  Site, 
vicinity  of  Hatwai  Creek  on  U.S.  12. 

Power  County 

American  Palls  vicinity.  Register  Rock. 
ILLINOIS 
Bureau  County 

I  &  M  Canal  (also  in  Henry,  Rock  Island, 
and  Whiteside  counties). 

Carroll  County 

Savanna  vicinity,  Spring  Lake  Cross  Dike 
Island  Archeological  Site,  2  mi.  SE  of  Sa¬ 
vanna. 

Cook  County 

Chicago,  Ogden  Building,  180  W.  Lake  St. 
Chicago,  Oliver  Building,  159  N.  Dearborn 
St. 

Chicago,  Springer  Block  (Bay,  State,  and 
Kranz  Buildings),  126-146  N.  State  St. 
Chicago.  Unity  Building,  127  N.  Dearborn 
St. 

De  Kalb  County 

De  Kalb,  Haish  Barbed  Wire  Factory, 
comer  of  6th  and  Lincoln  Sts. 

Henry  County 
Genesco,  Ristau  Brewery. 

Lake  County 

Fort  Sheridan,  Museum  Bldg.  33,  Lyster  Rd. 
Madison  County 

American  Bottoms,  69  archeological  sites  in 
Madison,  Monroe,  and  St.  Clair  counties. 

Pike  County 

Flint  Township,  Napoleon  Hollow  Village 
Site  and  Associated  Russell  Mound  Group. 

Rock  Island  County 

Archeological  Site  ll-Ri-337,  East  Moline 
Mississippi  and  Rock  Rivers. 

Sangamon  County 

Springfield  vicinity.  Archeological  Site  Sy 
385. 

Scott  County 

Naples  vicinity,  Naples-Castle  Site,  SW  of 
Naples. 
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Willianuon  County 

Wolf  Creek  Aboriyinal  Mound,  Crab  Or¬ 
chard  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

INDIANA 

Lavorence  County 

Bedford.  Main  Post  Office,  1324  K  St. 
Mitchell.  Riley  School 

Marion  County 

Indianapolis.  LocKfield  Gardens  Public 
Housing  Projecl  900  Indiana  Ave. 
Indianapolis  vicinity.  Garfield  Park  Pagoda, 

2  mi  S  of  Indianapolis  in  Garfield  Park. 

Monroe  County 

Bloomington.  Carnegie  Library. 

Orange  County 

Cox  Site,  Lost  River  Watershed. 

Half  Moon  Spring,  Lost  River  Watershed. 
Jackson.  Ten  Prehistoric  Sites  in  the  Patoka 
Lake. 

SL  Joseph  County 

Mishawaka.  100  NW  Block,  properties  front¬ 
ing  N.  Main  St.  and  W.  Lincoln  Way. 

Spencer  County 

Evansville.  Pollard,  Maier,  House. 

Vanderburgh  County 

Evansville.  Alhambra  Theater,  50  Adams  St. 
Evansville.  Riverside  Neighborhood. 

Vermillion  County 

Houses  in  SR  63/32  Project.  Jet.  of  SR  32 
and  SR  63  and  1st  rd.  S  of  jet. 

IOWA 

Allamakee  County 

Marquette  vicinity.  Fire  Point  Site  (Nine 
Foot  Channel  Navigation  Projecti. 

Boone  County 

SaylorviUe  Archeological  District  (also  in 
Polk  and  Dallas  counties). 

Ida  County 

Mun  Broven  Site  il3-lA-4),  County  Court¬ 
house. 

Johnson  County 
Indian  Lookout 

KANSAS 

Douglas  County 

Laaxence.  Curtis  Hall  iKiva  Hall).  Haskell 
Institute. 

KENTUCKY 

Boone  County 

Rabbit  Hash.  Sites  lSBe7S  and  lSBe76. 
Jefferson  County 

Archeological  Sites:  Section  2.  SW  Jefferson 
County  Local  Protection  Project. 
Louisville.  Lemn  Bates  House,  Bardstown 
Rd. 

Johnson  County 

Fishtrap  United  Methodist  Church, 

Volga.  McKenzie  Log  Cabin,  McKenzie 
Brsinch. 


Lawrence  County 
Fort  Ancient  Archeological  Site. 

Spence  County 

Taylorsville  vicinity.  McClain-Prevallet  Site 
(Archaeological  Site  lS-Sp-243). 

Trigg  County 

Golden  Pond.  Center  Furnace,  N  of  Golden 
Pond  on  Bugg  Spring  Rd. 

LOUISIANA 

Cameron  Parish 

Hackberry.  Black  Lake  Site  (16-Cm-87). 
Hackberry.  Ellender  House. 

Hackberry.  Sanner  House. 

East  Baton  Rouge  Parish 
Baton  Rouge.  Spanish  Town,  Baton  Rouge. 
Lasalle  Parish 

White  Sulfer  Springs  vicinity.  Whatley  Site 
(16-LA-37),  SW  of  White  Sulphur  Springs. 

Orleans  Parish 

New  Orleans.  Algiers  Point  Historic  Dis¬ 
trict,  bounded  by  Mississippi  River.  Atlan¬ 
tic  St.,  and  Opelousas  St. 

New  Orleans.  Beauregard  Square,  bounded 
by  St.  Peter.  Rampart.  St.  Anne  Sts.,  and 
Municipal  Auditorium  Building. 

New  Orleans.  Bienville  Hotel,  1040  St. 
Charles  Ave. 

New  Orleans.  Bradfield  House,  1236  Annun¬ 
ciation. 

New  Orleans.  Bradford,  Mary,  Rental  Prop¬ 
erty,  1238  Annunciation. 

New'  Orleans.  Brooklyn  Cooperage  Compa¬ 
ny.  1200  St.  Peters  St. 

New  Orleans.  Casey,  Kate,  House,  932-934 
Howard. 

New  Orleans.  Central  City  District. 

New  Orleans.  Cochran  and  Mims  Foundry, 
1101  S.  Peters  St. 

New  Orleans.  Cordes,  John,  House,  3027- 
3029  Royal  St..  Square  170. 

New  Orleans.  Deyron,  Dr.  J.  A.,  House,  3037 
Royal  St..  Square  170. 

New  Orleans.  Dunn,  Andrew  Jackson, 
House,  928-930  Calliope  St..  Square  119. 
New  Orleans.  Duyer,  James,  House,  933-935 
Gaienne  St..  Square  119. 

New  Orleans.  GasqueL  William,  Houses, 
1128-1130  Constance  St.,  Square  119. 

New  Orleans.  Hart,  James  S.,  House,  615 
Erato  St..  Square  71. 

New  Orleans.  ISea  Storage  and  Transfer 
Company  Building,  2201  Clio  St.,  Square 
348. 

New  Orleans.  Israelite  Divine  Spiritual 
Church.  631  S.  Roman  St. 

New  Orleans,  Jahucke  Building,  814  Howard 
Ave.,  Square  237. 

New  Orleans.  Kohlman  Cotton  Mill  and 
Manufacturing,  1226  St.  Thomas  St. 

New  Orleans,  Lee  Circle  and  Lee  Monument, 
St.  Charles  Ave.  at  Howard  Ave. 

New  Orleans.  Maginnis  Cotton  Mills,  1054 
Constance  St.,  Square  120. 

New  Orleans.  Malloy  House,  1228-1230  An¬ 
nunciation. 

New  Orleans,  Malloy  Rental  Property,  1232 
Annunciation. 

New  Orleans.  McDowaU,  Robert,  House, 
1119-1121  Constance  St.,  Square  130. 

New  Orleans,  McLaughlin,  M.  A.,  House, 
1122-1126  Constance  St.,  i^uare  119. 

New  Orleans,  McLeod,  Euphenia  Napir 
House,  1523-1525  Calliope  St..  Square  183. 
New  Orleans,  Murray,  Thomas,  House,  1131 
S.  Rampart  St.,  Square  290. 


New  Orleans,  O’Brien,  Thomas,  House,  1244 
Annunciation. 

New  Orleans,  Old  Firehouse,  1045  Magazne 
St.,  Square  158. 

New  Orleans,  Peyton,  William  H..  House, 
1135  S.  Rampart  St.,  Square  290. 

New  Orleans.  Roper,  George  W.,  House,  1032 
St.  Charles  Ave.,  I^uare  183. 

New  Orleans,  SL  John  the  Baptist  Church, 
1139  Dryedes  St.,  Square  277. 

New  Orleans.  SauleL  Marie  Theresa,  House, 
1218-1222  Atmunciation  St.,  Square  100. 

New  Orleans,  Schwegmaun,  G.  A.,  House, 
3044  Royal  St..  Square  142. 

New  Orleans,  Sincer,  Louis,  House,  1061 
Camp  St.,  Square  183. 

New  Orleans,  Sporl,  C.  J.,  House,  3015  Royal 
St..  Square  142. 

New  Orleans,  Talen,  Aaldemar  Appollonius, 
Studio-House,  1029  Calliope  St..  Square 
137. 

New  Orleans,  Temple  Sinai,  1032  Ceroudelet 
St..  Square  215. 

New  Orleans.  VerreL  Theodore,  House.  1216 
Annimciation  St.,  Square  109. 

New  Orleans,  Tourae,  Nicholas.  House,  1169 
Tchoupitoulas  St..  Square  71. 

Wells  Fargo  Building,  1055  Dryades  St. 

New  Orleans,  ZangeL  Frederick,  House,  1118 
Constance  St..  Square  119. 

Ouachita  Parish 

Filmol  Mound  Complex.  1  ml.  S  of  jet.  of  SR 
165  and  SR  841. 

Red  River  County 

Hanna  Site  (16RR4). 

St  Martins  Parish 

Site  16.  Sm—4S,  Atchafalaya  Basin  Flood¬ 
way. 

Vernon  Parish 

Ft.  Polk.  Site  16  VN  18. 


West  Feliciana  Parish 

Illinois  Central  Gulf  RR  Abandonment 
Hardwood.  AL  to  WoodviUe,  MS  (also  in 
Wilkinson  Co.  MS) 

MARYLAND 

Allegany  County 

Flintstone.  Breakneck  Road  Historic  Dis¬ 
trict 

Flintstone  vicinity.  Martin  Gordon  Farm. 
Breakneck  Rd.  (Rte.  1). 

Flintstone  vicinity.  Martins  Mountain 
Farm  Breakneck  Rd.  (Rte.  1). 

Anne  Arundel  County 

Claiborne,  Bloody  Point  Bar  Light  on 
Chesapeake  Bay. 

Skidmore,  Sandy  Point  Shoal  Light  on 
Chesapeake  Bay. 

Baltimore  (independent  city) 

Baltimore  Belt  (Baltimore  and  Ohio)  Rail¬ 
road  (Howard  Street  Tunnel  and  Power 
House). 

Barre  Circle  Historic  District,  Lombard  St., 
Fremont  Ave.,  Scott  St. 

Eastern  Avenue  Sewage  Pumping  Station, 
SW  comer  of  Elastem  Ave.  and  President 
St. 

Fayette  Street  Methodist  Episcopal  Church, 
745  West  Fayette  St. 

Mount  Calvary  Church  Historic  District 
Biddle  St.,  Madison  Ave.,  N.  Eutaw  St. 
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Baltimore  County 

Federal  Hill-Riverside  Park  Historic  Dis¬ 
trict,  Federal  Hill  and  Riverside  Park 
areas. 

Fort  Howard.  Craighill  Channel  Upper 
Range  Front  Light,  on  Chesapeake  Bay. 
Hollins-Lombard  Historic  District,  800 
blocks  of  Hollins  and  Lombard  Sts.,  bet. 
Fremont  and  Callender  imit  block  of 
Parkin  St. 

New  Owings  Mills  Railroad  Station,  W  of 
Reisterstown  Rd. 

Old  Owings  Mills  Railroad  Station,  Reister¬ 
stown  Rd. 

Old  Western  Police  Station  iOld  Pine  Street 
Station). 

Reisterstown  Historic  District,  Butler  and 
Walston  Rds. 

Ridgely’s  Delight  Historic  District 
Sparrows  Point,  Craighill  Channel  Range 
Front  Light  on  Chesapeake  Bay. 

St  Paul’s  Cemetery,  Union  Block,  Fremont 
Ave. 

Carroll  County 

Bridge  No.  10141  on  Hughes  Rd. 

Cecil  County 

Sassafras  Elk  Neck.  Turkey  Point  Light  at ' 
Elk  River  and  Chesapeake  Bay. 

Dorchester  County 

Hoopersville,  Hooper  Island  Light  Chesa¬ 
peake  Bay-Middle  Hooper  Island. 

Frederick  County 

Fort  Detrick,  Horton  Test  Sphere  (One- Mil¬ 
lion-Liter  Test  Sphere). 

Montgomery  County 

Rockville.  Third  Addition  to  Rockville  and 
Old  St  Mary’s  Church  and  Cemetery. 

St  Marys  County 

St.  Inigoes,  St  Inigoes  Manor  House,  Naval 
Electronic  System  Test  and  Evaluation 
Detachment. 

St.  Mary  City,  Point  No  Point  Light  on 
Chesapeake  Bay. 

Talbot  County 

Tilghman  Island,  Sharps  Island  Light  on 
Chesapeake  Bay. 

MASSACHUSEHS 

Barnstable  County 

Rider,  Samuet  House,  Gull  Pond  Rd.  off 
Mid-cape  Hwy.  6. 

Truro.  Highland  Gold  Course,  Cape  Cod 
Light  area.  * 

Bristol  County 

Mansfield,  School  Street  Site,  I  495  and  relo¬ 
cated  SR  140. 

Hampden  County 

Chicopee,  Indian  Crossing  Site,  confluence 
of  Chicopee  and  Connecticut  rivers. 
Holyoke,  Caledonia  Building  (Crafts  Build¬ 
ing),  185-193  High  St. 

Holyoke.  Cleary  Building  (Stiles  Building), 
190-196  High  St. 

Holyoke,  Steamer  Company  No.  3. 

Middlesex  County 

Wayland,  Old  Town  Bridge  (Four  Arch 
Bridge),  Rte.  217,  1.5  m.  NW  of  Rte.  126 
Jet. 


Suffolk  County 

Northern  Avenue  Bridge,  Port  Point  Chan¬ 
nel. 

Worcester  County 

Leicester,  Shaw  Site  (Sites  4,  5,  and  6), 
Upper  Quaboag  River  Watershed  project. 
North  Brookfield,  Meadow  Site  No.  11, 
Upper  Quaboag  River  Watershed. 

MICHIGAN 

Kalamazoo  County 

Masonic  Temple,  comer  Rose  and  Eleanor 
Sts. 

Little  Forks  Archeological  District. 

MINNESOTA 
Hennepin  County 

Minneapolis,  Minnesota  Veterans  Home,  E. 
51st  St.  and  Minnehaha  Ave. 

Itasca  County 

Deer  River,  Lake  Winnibigoshish  Dam  Ar¬ 
cheological  Site. 

SL  Louis  County 

Duluth.  Morgan  Park  Historic  District. 
Winona  County 

Winona,  Second  Street  Commercial  Block. 
MISSISSIPPI 
Lowndes  County 

Tibbee  Creek  Archeological  site,  Columbus 
lock  and  dam  project 

Tishomingo  County 
Tennessee— Tombigbee  Waterway. 

MISSOURI 
Buchanan  County 

St.  Joseph,  Hall  Street  Historic  District, 
bounded  by  4th  St.  on  W.,  Robidoux  on  S., 
10th  on  E.,  and  Michel,  Corby,  and  Riden- 
baugh  on  N. 

Dent  County 

Lake  Spring,  Hyer,  John,  House. 

Franklin  County 

Leslie,  Noser’s  Mill  and  adjacent  Miller’s 
House,  Rural  Rte.  1. 

Greene  County 

Springfield,  Landers  Theater,  311  E.  Walnut 
St. 

Henry  County 

La  Due,  Batschelett  House,  near  Harry  S 
Truman  Dam  and  Reservoir. 

Little  Black  River  Watershed  (also  in  Ripley 
County). 

Monroe  County 

Florida  vicinity.  Archeological  District  #f 
(Clarence  Cannon  Dam  and  Reservoir 

Project),  (also  in  Ralls  County.) 

Florida  vicinity.  Archeological  District  #2 
(Clarence  Cannon  Dam  and  Reservoir 

Project),  (also  in  Ralls  County.) 

Florida  vicinity.  Archeological  District  §3 
(Clarence  Cannon  Dam  and  Reservoir 

Project),  (also  in  Ralls  County.) 

Florida  vicinity.  Archeological  District  #4 
(Clarence  Cannon  Dam  and  Reservoir 

Project),  (also  in  Ralls  Coimty.) 


Violette,  Alexander  House. 

Newton  County 

Racine,  Smith  Cabin  Ruins  (Lost  Creek  Wa¬ 
tershed  Archeological  Site). 

MONTANA 

Big  Horn  County 

Decker  vicinity.  Bunny  Chase  Archeological 
Site,  10  mi.  W  of  Decker. 

Cascade  County 

Great  Falls,  Building  at  108  Central  Avenue, 
108  Central  Ave. 

Custer  County 
“Old  Fort”  at  Fort  Keogh. 

Fergus  County 

Lewis  &  Clark,  Campsite,  May  23,  1805. 

Lewis  &  Clark,  Campsite,  May  24,  1805. 

Lewis  and  Clark  County 
Marysville,  Marysville  Historic  District 

NEBRASKA 

Cherry  County 

Valentine  vicinity.  Fort  Niobrara  National 
Wildlife  Refuge. 

Valentine  vicinity,  Newman  Brothers  House. 

Knox  County 
Niobrara  Historic  Properties. 

NEVADA 

Clark  County 

Las  Vegas  vicinity.  Blacksmith  Shop,  Desert 
National  Wildlife  Range. 

Las  Vegas  vicinity.  Las  Vegas  Wash  Archeo¬ 
logical  District 

Las  Vegas  vicinity,  Mesquite  House,  Desert 
National  Wildlife  Range. 

Elko  County 

Carlin  vicinity.  Archeological  Sites 
26EK1669,  26EK1672. 

Nye  County 

Las  Vegas  vicinity.  Emigrant’s  Trait  About 
75  mi.  NW  of  Las  Vegas  on  U.S.  95. 

Pershing  County 

Lovelock  vicinity,  Adobe  in  Ruddell  Ranch 
Complex 

Lovelock  vicinity.  Lovelock  Chinese  Settle¬ 
ment  Site. 

Storey  County 

Sparks  vicinity,  Derby  Diversion  Dam,  on 
the  Truckee  River  19  mi.  E  of  Sparks, 
along  I  80  (also  in  Washoe  County). 

Washoe  County 
Site  26Wa2065. 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

Cheshire  County 

Arch  Bridge,  between  N.  Walpole  and  Bel¬ 
lows  Falls  (also  in  Windham  Co.,  VT). 

Hillsborough  County 

Amoskaag  Millyard  Complex 
Smyth  Tower. 
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Rockingham  County 

Poi*tsmouth.  Pulpit  Rock  Observation  Sta¬ 
tion,  Portsmouth  Harbor. 

Strafford  County 

Odd  Fellow's  Hall  (Morning  Star  Block). 
O'Neill  House  (Cocheco  Co.  Housing). 

Public  Market  (Morrill  Block). 

Trella  House  (Dover  Manufacturing  Co. 
Housing). 

Veteran's  Building  (Central  Fire  House). 
Western  Auto  Block  (Merchants  Row). 


NEW  JERSEY 

Essex  County 

Montclair.  Montclair  Railroad  Station  His¬ 
toric  District,  Bloomfield  Ave.,  Lacka¬ 
wanna  Plaza,  and  Grove  St. 

Hudson  County 

S.S.  Newton,  midway  between  Ellis  and  Li¬ 
berty  islands. 

Mercer  County 

Hamilton  and  West  Windsor  Townships.  As- 
sunpink  Historic  District 

Trenton,  Lamberton  Interceptor. 

West  Windsor  Township  Wastewater  Facili¬ 
ties  (Archeological  Site  3313.14)— Ex¬ 
tended. 

Middlesex  County 

Cranbury  Historic  District 

Metuchen,  Metuchen  RR  Station. 

Monmouth  County 

Long  Branch,  The  Reservation,  1-9  New 
Ocean  Ave. 

Morris  County 

Morristown,  Abbett  Avenue  Bridge. 

Ocean  County 

Joseph  Holmes  Mill  (The  Mill  Site),  SW 
comer  of  Intersection  of  Mill  and  Parker 
Sts. 

Passaic  County 

Forsberg  House,  3  Edgemont  Crescent. 

Union  County 

Berkeley  Heights  Township,  Feltville  (De¬ 
serted  Village). 

Elizabeth.  Bender  Building  (Plainfield  Cor¬ 
ridor  Service  Project).  251-267  N.  Broad 
St. 

Elizabeth,  Freight  Station  (Plainfield  Corri¬ 
dor  Service  Project).  520-532  North  Ave. 

Elizabeth,  Slaughterhouse  (Plainfield  Corri¬ 
dor  Service  Project),  247  Morris  Ave. 

Springfield  Township,  Sayre  House  (1-78 
Project). 

Tarmery  (Plainfield  Corridor  Service  Pro¬ 
ject).  244-246  N.  Broad  St.  . 


NEW  MEXICO 

Chaves  County 

Cites  LAI 1809— LA11822,  Cottonwood- 

Walnut  Creek  Watershed  (also  in  Eddy 
County). 

Bona  Ana  County 
Placitas  Arroyo,  Sites  SCSPA  1—8. 

Guadalupe  County 
Los  Esteros  Lake  Archeological  Site. 


Lee  County 

Laguna  Plata  Archeological  District 
McKinley  County 

Zuni  Pueblo  Watershed,  Oak  Wash  Sites 

N.  M.  a.  :1 3:1 9-N.M.  G.  :1 3:3  7. 

Otero  County 

Three  Rivers  Petroglyphs. 

Rio  Arriba  County 

Cerrito  Recreation  Site  Archeological  Dis¬ 
trict 

NEW  YORK 

Albany  County 

Guilderland,  Nott  Prehistoric  Site. 

Tetilla  Peak  Site. 

Bronx  County 

Hell  Gale  Bridge  and  Approach  Viaducts 
and  Bridges,  (also  in  New  York  and 
Queens  Counties.) 

New  York,  Bronx  Post  Office. 

New  York,  North  Brothers  Island  Light  Sta¬ 
tion,  in  center  of  East  River. 

Broome  County 

Mill  Site  at  Site  7-A,  Manticoke  Creek  pro¬ 
ject  (also  in  Tioga  County). 

Vestal.  Vestal  Nursey  Site,  Vestal  Project 
(also  in  Union  County). 

Cattaraugus  County 

Glean,  Pomess  Park  Development-Archeo¬ 
logical  Sites. 

Chautauqua  County 

Dunki  rk.  Properties  in  the  city  of  Dunkirk. 

Loomis  Archeological  Site.  South  and  Cen¬ 
tral  Chautauqua  Lake 

Erie  County 

Erie  Canal 

Greene  County 

New  York.  Hudson  City  Light  Station,  in 
center  of  Hudson  River. 

Kings  County 

Rheingold  Office  Building  (Brooklyn  Indus¬ 
trial  Park),  Forest  and  Stanwix  Sts. 

Steeplechase  Parachute  Jump. 

Nassau  County 

Greenville,  Toll  Gate  House.  Northern  Blvd. 

Long  Island,  Seafood  Park  Archeological 
Site. 

New  York  County 

New  York,  Colonial  Park  Pool  Complex, 
Bradhurst  Ave. 

New  York,  Harlem  Courthouse.  170  E.  121st 
St. 

New  York.  Old  Produce  Exchange  (Army 
Building  Reservation),  39  Whitehall. 

Orange  County 

Port  Jervis.  Church  Street  School  55 
Church  St. 

Port  Jervis,  Famum,  Samuel  House,  21 
Ulster  PI. 

New'  Windsor,  Hazard’s  Mill  Lott*,  between 
Forge  Hill  Rd.  and  Moodina  Creek  and  E 
of  UJS.  9W, 

Oswego  County 

Gustin-Earle  Factory  Site,  village  of  Mexico. 


Musico  Motors  Building,  W.  First  and  W. 
Seneca  Sts. 

Otsego  County 
Swart-Wilcox  House 

Queens  County 
Fort  Totten  Officers’  Club. 

Richmond  County 

New  York,  Romer  Shoal  Light  Station,  lo¬ 
cated  in  lower  bay  area  of  New  York 
Harbor. 

Staten  Island.  U.S.  Coast  Guard  Base.  St 
George. 

Saratoga  County 

Saratoga  Springs,  Yaddo  House  and  Gar¬ 
dens,  District. 

Saratoga  Springs,  Yaddo  House  and  Gar¬ 
dens,  Saratoga  Springs  Historic  District. 
Schuylerville,  Archeological  Site,  Schuyler- 
ville  Water  Pollution  Control  Facility, 

Staten  IslaTid 

Tottenville.  Ward’s  Point  Oakwood  Beach 
Project. 

Suffolk  County 

Janesport  vicinity.  East  End  Site. 

Janesport  vicinity,  Hallock’s  Pond  Site. 

New  York,  Fire  Island  Light  Station,  U.S. 
Coast  Guard  Station. 

New  York,  Little  Gull  Island  Light  Station. 
off  North  Point  of  Orient  Point,  Long 
Island. 

New  York,  Plum  Island  Light  Station,  off 
Orient  Point,  Long  Island. 

New  York,  Race  Rock  Light  Station,  8.  of 
Fishers  Island  10  mi.  N.  of  Orient  Point. 
NorthviUe  Historic  District  houses  along 
Sound  Ave. 

Ulster  County 

Kingston  vicinity,  Esopus  Meadows  Light 
Station,  middle  of  Hudson  River. 

Lloyd,  Christiana  House,  24  River  Rd. 

Lloyd.  Mid-Hudson  Hotel  jet.  of  River  and 
Willow  Dock  Rds..  and  Maple  Ave. 

Lloyd,  Palmateer  House,  26  River  Rd. 

Lloyd,  Yelverton  House,  39  Maple  Ave. 

New  York,  Rondout  North  Dike  Light 
center  of  Hudson  River  at  Jet.  of  Rondout 
Creek  and  Hudson  River. 

New  York.  Saugerties  Light  Station,  Hudson 
River. 

Wildmere  and  Cliffhouse  Resort  Hotels 
(Minnewaska  Acquisition  Project),  towms 
of  Gardiner  and  Rochester. 

Warren  County 

Lake  George,  Boyau,  portion  of  Montcalm 
St. 

Washington  County 

Greenwich,  Palmer  Mill  (Old  Mill),  Mill  St. 
Westchester  County 

Port  Washuigton  vicinity.  Execution  Rocks 
Light  Station,  lower  SW  portion  of  Long 
Island  Sound. 

Yonkers,  Women’s  Institute  Building. 
Yorktown,  Yorktown  Railroad  Station.^ 

NORTH  CAROUNA 

Alamance  County 

Burlington.  Clapp's  Mill  and  Dam  Site  (also 
in  Builford  County). 

Burlington,  Faust  Mill  (also  in  Guilford 
County). 
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Burlington,  Low  House  (also  in  Guilford 
County). 

Burlington.  Southern  Railway  Passenger 
Depot,  NE  comer  Main  and  Webb  Sts. 

Buncombe  County 

Ashville,  Battery  Park  Hotel,  Battle  Sq.  (7- 
14-77). 

Caswell  County 

Archeological  Sites  CS-12,  County  Line 
Creek  Watershed  Project  (also  in  Rock¬ 
ingham  County). 

Womack’s  Mill,  in  County  Creek  Watershed 
Project  (also  in  Rockingham  County). 

Cleveland  County 

Archeological  Resources  in  Second  Brood 
River  Watershed  Project  (also  in  Ruther¬ 
ford  County). 

Cumberland  County 

Fayetteville,  Veterans  Administration  Hos¬ 
pital  Confederate  Breastworks,  23  Ramsey 
St. 

Dare  County 

Buxton.  Cape  Hatteras  Light,  Cape  Hat- 
taras  National  Seashore. 

Nags  Head,  Bodie  Island  Lifesaving/Coast 
Guard  Station  District,  5.3  mi.  S  of  jet.  of 
U.S.  64  and  SR  12. 

Forsyth  County 

Winston-Salem,  Atkins,  Dr.  Simon  Green, 
House,  346  Atkins  St. 

Winston-Salem,  HiU,  James  S.,  House,  914 
Stadium  Dr. 

Winston-Salem  Paisley,  J.  W..  House,  934 
Stadium  Dr. 

Winston-Salem,  Patterson,  Ackerman,  and 
Sussdorf  Houses,  434,  440,  448  S.  Trade  St. 

Guilford  County 

Greensboro.  Wafeo  Mill  (.Greensboro  Roller 
MUD,  801  McGee  St. 

Hyde  County 

Ocracoke,  Ocracoke  Lighthouse. 

Onslow  County 

Swansboro,  Uniflite  Site  (31  ON  33),  just 
beyond  end  of  SR  1507. 

Wayne  County 

Goldsboro,  Mouse  Lodge  No.  6— Internation¬ 
al  Order  of  Odd  Fellows,  113-115  S.  John 
St. 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

Burleigh  County 
Bismarck,  Fort  Lincoln  Site. 

OHIO 

Adams  County 

Wrightsville  vicinity.  Grimes  Site  (33  AD 
39),  Killen  Electric  Generating  Station. 
Wrightsville  vicinity,  Killen  Bridge  Site,  (33 
AD  36),  Killen  Electric  Generating  Sta¬ 
tion. 

Astabula  County 

Astabula,  West  Fifth  Street  Bridge,  over  As¬ 
tabula  River. 

Athens  County 

Shade,  Colburn  Residence,  Route  1. 


Belmont  County 

Bellaire,  Bergundthal,  Rose,  House,  4710 
Jefferson  St. 

Bellaire,  Guernsey  Street  Historic  Group¬ 
ing,  4711-4825  Guernsey  St. 

Bellaire,  Independent  Hose  Company  tt3. 
The,  19th  and  Belmont  Sts. 

Bellaire,  MitcheU  Residence,  4363  Guernsey 
St. 

Bellaire,  Union  Street  Bridge,  Union  St. 
over  McMahon’s  Creek. 

Clark  County 

Pike  Township,  Hallock,  Mertie,  House. 
Clermont  County 

Neville  vicinity,  Maynard  House,  2  mi.  E  of 
Neville  off  U.S.  52. 

Crawford  County 

Calvary  Reformed  Church,  First  United 
Methodist  Church,  Crestline  Shunk 
Museum. 

Darke  County 
DAR-S.R.-571-0.00. 

Montgomery  County 

Columbia  Bridge  Works. 

Lower  Cratis  Road  Bridge. 

Richland  County 

Mansfield,  Ritter,  William,  House,  181  S. 
Main. 

Seneca  County 

■nffin.  Old  U.S.  Post  Office,  215  S.  Washing¬ 
ton  St. 

Summit  County 

United  Way  Building,  Perkins  St. 

T^carawos  County 

Conotton  Creek  Bridge,  CR  90  in  Warren 
Township,  over  Conotton  Creek. 

Warren  County 

Corwin,  Shaffer  Mound,  S  of  New  Burling¬ 
ton  Rd. 

Harveysburg,  E.  L.  Anderlee  Mound,  S  of 
New  Burlington  Rd.  in  Caesar  Creek  Lake 
project. 

Wayne  County 

Wooster,  Thome  House,  1576  Beall  Ave. 
OKLAHOMA 
i4toA;a  County 

Estep  Shelter,  Lower  Clear  Boggy  Water¬ 
shed. 

Graham  Site,  Lower  Clear  Boggy  Water¬ 
shed. 

Caddo  County 

Delaware  Canyon  Sites  Cd-237  and  Cd-258, 
West  Branch  Delaware  Creek. 

Comanche  County 

Fort  Sill,  Blockhouse  on  Signal  Mountain 
off  Mackenzie  HUl  Rd. 

Port  Sill,  Chiefs  Knoll,  Post  Cemetery,  N  of 

Kay  County 

Newkirk  vicinity.  Bryson  Archeological  Site, 
NE  of  Newkirk. 


OREGON 

Baker  County 

Baker  vicinity.  Virtue  Flat  Mining  District, 
10  mi.  E  of  Baker  off  Hwy.  86. 

Columbia  County 

Scappose  vicinity.  Portland  and  Southwest¬ 
ern  Railroad  Tunnel,  13  mi.  NW  of  Scap¬ 
pose. 

Coos  County 

Charleston,  Cape  Arago  Light  Station. 

Curry  County 

Port  Orford,  Cape  Blanco  Light  Station. 
Gilliam  County 

Archeological  Sites  (Ghost  Camp  Reservoir). 
Arlington  vicinity.  Four  Mile  Canyon  Area 
(Oregon  Trail).  10  mi.  SE  of  Arlington. 
Crum  Gristmill,  Ghost  Camp  Reservir  area. 
Old  Wagon  Road,  Ghost  Camp  Reservoir 
area. 

Olex  School,  Ghost  Camp  Reservoir  area.  • 
Steel  Truss  Bridge,  Ghost  Camp  Reservoir 
area. 

Klamath  County 

Crater  Lake  National  Park,  Crater  Lake 
Lodge. 

Lane  County 

Coburg  vicinity,  McKenzie  River  Railroad 
Bridge. 

Roosevelt  Beach,  Heceta  Head  Lighthouse. 
Roosevelt  Beach.  Heceta  Head  Light  Sta¬ 
tion. 

Lincoln  County 

Agate  Beach.  Yakuina  Head  Lighthouse. 

Polk  County 

Salem,  Chemawa  Indian  School 
Tillamook  County 
Tillamook  Cape  Meares  Lighthouse. 

Wasco  County 

Memaloose  Island,  River  Mile  177.5  in  Co¬ 
lumbia  River. 

Wheeler  County 

Antone,  Antone  Mining  Town,  Barite  1901- 
1906. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Adams  County 

Gettysburg,  Barlow’s  Knott,  adjacent  to 
Gettysburg  National  Military  Park. 

Kuhn’s  Fording  Bridge,  spans  Conewago 
Creek. 

Allegheny  County 

Bruceton,  Experimental  Mine,  U.S.  Bureau 
of  Mines,  off  Cochran  Mill  Rd. 

MeJunkin  Site,  New  Texas  Rd. 

I*ittsburgh,  St  Boniface  Church,  2208  East 
St. 

Berks  County 

Brownsville  vicinity,  Lauer/Gerhart  Farm, 
Mt.  Pleasant.  Berger-Stout  Log  House, 
near  jet.  of  Church  Rd.  and  Tulephocken 
Creek. 

Mt.  Pleasant,  Conrad’s  Warehouse,  near  Jet. 

of  Rte.  183  and  Powder  Mill  Rd. 

Mt.  Pleasant,  Heck-Stamm-Unger  Farm¬ 
stead,  Gruber  Rd. 
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Mt.  Pleasant.  Miller’s  House,  Jet.  of  Rte.  183 
and  Powder  Mill  Rd. 

Mt.  Pleasant.  O’Bolds-Billman  Hotel  and 
Store.  Gruber  Rd.  and  Rte.  183. 

Mt  Pleasant,  Pleasant  Valley  Roller  MiU, 
Gruber  Rd. 

Mt.  Pleasant,  Reber's  Residence  and  Barn, 
on  Tulephocken  Creek. 

Mt  Pleasant.  Union  Canal  Blue  Marsh 
Lake  Project  area 

Reading  vicinity.  Blue  Marsh.  Archeological 
District. 

Butler  County 

Butler,  Bonnie  Brook  Archeological  Site. 
Chester  County 

Charlestown.  Nesspor  House  {Thomas  Davis 
House),  State  Rd. 

Charlestown.  Pickering  Creek  Ice  Dam, 
State  Rd. 

Lock  Aerie 

Nature  Center  of  Charleston,  State  Rd 
Charelston  township. 

Clinton  County  ' 

Lockhaven,  Apsley  House,  302  E  Church  St. 
Lockhaven,  Harvey  Judge,  House,  29  N.  Jay 
St. 

Lockhaven,  McCormick.  Robert.  House,  234 
E.  Church  St. 

Lockhaven.  Mussina,  Lyons,  House.  23  N. 
Jay  St. 

Cumberland  County 

Hampden  Township.  Croghan  Site,  Route 
1067. 

Hampden  Township.  Weibly  House.  Route 
1067. 

Delaware  County 

I  476  Historic  Sites  (20  Historic  Sites),  Mid- 
County  Expwy.  (also  in  Montgomery 
County). 

Minshall  House.  Media  Borough. 

Fayette  County 

Washington.  Cook.  Joseph  H.,  House,  Cook 
Rd 

Huntingdon  County 

Brumbaugh  Homestead.  Raystown  Lake 
Project. 

Lackawanna  County 

Carbondale.  Miners  and  Mechanics  Bank 
Bldg.,  13  N.  Main  St. 

Lancaster  County 

Bainbridge  Township.  Haldeman  Mansion. 
Lehigh  County 

Colesville  vicinity.  Site  1:  Farmhouse,  bam, 
and  outbuildings,  1-78. 

Domeyville,  King  George  Inn  and  two  other 
stone  houses,  Hamilton  and  Cedar  Crest 
Blvds. 

Lycoming  County 

Williamsport,  Faxon  Co.,  Inc.,  Williamsport 
Beltway. 

Northampton  County 
Lehigh  Canal 

Site  3'  Farmhouse,  bam.  and  outbuildings. 
1-78. 

Site  4'  Farmhouse,  bam,  and  outbuildings, 
1-78. 


Philadelphia  County 

Philadelphia.  Bridge  on  "I”  Street  over 
Tacony  Creek. 

Philadelphia,  Courthouse  and  Post  Office, 
9th  St.,  between  Chestnut  and  Market  Sts 
Philadelphia,  Franklin  Sguare,  6th.  7th. 

Vine,  and  Franklin  Sts. 

Philadelphia.  New  Forest  iheatre,  1108-1114 
Walnut  St. 

Philadelphia,  Poth,  Frederick,  House.  216  N. 
33rd  St 

Philadelphia.  Tremord  Mills.  Wigonocking 
St  and  Adams  Ave 

Uis  Naval  Base.  Quarters  “A"  Comman¬ 
dant’s  (Quarters. 

Pike  County 

Delaware  Township,  Emery  House,  1-316. 


Washington  County 

Charleroi.  Ninth  Street  School 
Somerset  Township,  Wnght  No.  22  Covered 
Bridge. 

York  County 

Wellsville  Historic  District. 

PUERTO  RICO 

San  Juan  County 

San  Juan.  Paseo  Munoz  Rivera  Archeologi¬ 
cal  Site,  SR  1. 

RHODE  ISLAND 

Providence  County 

Providence.  Woonesquatucket  Bridge. 
Woonsocket.  Club  Marquette  Building  (St. 
Anne’s  Gymnasium),  Cumberland  St 

Washington  County 

Narragansett,  Sprague.  Gov.,  Bridge.  Boston 
Neck  Rd. 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 

Beaufort  County 

Parris  Island.  Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot. 

Charleston  County 

Charleston.  1 39  Ashley  St. 

Charleston.  69  Barre  St 

Charleston,  69r  Barre  St 

Charleston,  316  Calhoun  St 

Charleston,  3I6r  Calhoun  St 

Charleston.  268  Calhoun  St 

Charleston,  274  Calhoun  St 

Charleston.  Old  Rice  Mill,  off  Lockwood  Dr. 

Florence  County 

Florence,  United  States  Post  Office-Flor- 
ence,  l^uth  Carolina,  comer  of  Irby  St. 
and  Evan  St. 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Minnehaha  County 
Orpheum  Theater,  315  N.  Phillips  Ave. 

Walworth  County 
Mobridge  vicinity,  Travis  II  Site. 

TENNESSEE 

Rapid  City.  612-632  Main  St 

Davidson  County 

Nashville.  Ancient  Indian  Village  and 
Burial  Ground,  section  203(b). 


TEXAS 

Bexar  County 

Fort  Sam  Houston,  Eisenhower  House.  Ar¬ 
tillery  Post  Rd, 

Concho  County 

Middle  Colorado  River  Watershed,  Prehis¬ 
toric  Archeology  in  the  Southwest  Laterals 
Subwatershed  (also  in  McCulloch  County). 

Delta  County 

Copper  Lake  Archeological  District  (also  in 
Hopkins  Company. 

Denton  County 

Hammons,  George  House,  between  Sangers 
and  Pilot  Point. 

Galveston  County 

Galveston,  U.S.  Customhouse,  bounded  by 
Avenue  B.  I7th,  Water,  and  18th  Sts. 

Hardeman  County 

Quanah,  Quanah  Railroad  Station,  Lots  2, 
3,  and  4  in  Block  2. 

Uvalde  County 

Leona  River  Watershed,  Archeological  Sites. 

Webb  County 

Laredo.  Bertani,  Paul  Prevost  House.  604 
Iturbide  St. 

Laredo.  De  Leal.  Viscaya,  House,  620  Zara¬ 
goza  St. 

Laredo.  Zoila  De  La.  House,  500  Iturbide  St. 

Laredo.  Leyendecker/Salinas  House,  702 
Iturbide  St. 

Laredo.  Montemayor,  Jose  A.,  House  (Carols 
Vela  House),  601  Zaragosa  St. 

Williamson  County 

Archeological  districts  of  North  Fork  and 
Granger  Lake. 

TRUST  TERRITORY  OP  THE  PAQFIC  ISLANDS 

Truk  District 

Sapore  Village.  Aikei/Winas,  Fefen  Island. 

UTAH 

Emery  County 

Site  ML-214S.  Manti-LaSal  National  Forest. 

VERMONT 

Chittenden  County 

Clark  Memorial  Building. 

Windham  County 

Rockingham,  Bellow  Falls  Armory.  72  West¬ 
minster  St.,  Bellows  Falls. 

Windsor  County 

Windsor.  Post  Office  Building. 

VIRGINIA 

Charlottesville  (Independent  city) 

U.S.  Post  Office  and  Courthouse  (Old  Post 
Office). 

Accomack  County 

Captain’s  Cove  Dev.,  Archeological  Sites 
(Chincoteague  Bay). 

Allegheny  County 

Gathright  Lake  Project  (Archeological  sites), 
(also  in  Bath  County). 
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Wythe  County 

Fort  CriswelL 

WASHINGTON 

Benton  County 

Richland  vicinity,  Paris  Archeological  Site, 
Hanford  Works  Reservation. 

Richland  vicinity,  Wooded  Island  Archeo¬ 
logical  District,  N  of  Richland. 

Callam  County 

Cape  Alava  vicinity.  White  Rock  Village  Ar¬ 
cheological  Site,  S  of  Cape  Alava. 

Olympic  National  Park  Archeological  Dis-^ 
trict,  Olympic  National  Park  (also  in  Jef¬ 
ferson  County). 

Segium,  New  Dungeness  Light  Station. 

King  County 

Burton,  Point  Robinson  Light  Station. 

Seattle,  Alki  Point  Light  Station. 

Seattle,  Home  of  the  Good  Shepherd. 

Seattle,  West  Point  Light  Station. 

Kitsap  County 

Hansville,  Point  No  Point  Light  Station. 

Pacific  County 

Ilwaco,  North  Head  Light  Station. 

Pierce  County 

F  ort  Lewis  Military  Reservation,  Captain 
Wilkes,  July  4,  1841,  Celebration  Site. 

Longmire,  Longmire  Cabin,  Mount  Rainier 
National  Park. 

Skamania  County 

North  Bonneville,  Site  44SA11,  Bonneville 
Dam  Second  Powerhouse  Project. 

Wahkiakum  County 

Skamokawa  village.  Archeological  site  45- 
WK-5.  ■ 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

Barbour  County 

Covered  Bridge  across  Rootifig  Creek,  Elk 
Creek  Watershed  (also  in  Harrison 
County). 

*  Cabell  County 

Huntington.  Old  Bank  Building,  1208  3rd 
Ave. 

Kanawha  County 

Charleston,  Kanawha  County  Courthouse. 

St.  Albans.  Chilton  House,  439  B  St. 

Ohio  County 

Wheeling,  U.S.  Post  Office,  Courthouse  and 
Customhouse,  12th  and  Chapline  Sts. 

Pendleton  County 

Wayside  Inn  {Site’s  Inn),  Monongahela  Na¬ 
tional  Forest. 

Wood  County 

Parkersburg,  Wood  County  Courthouse. 

Parkersburg,  Wood  County  Jail 

WISCONSIN 

Ashland  County 

Ashland  vicinity,  Madeline  Island  Site  7302. 


FEDERAL 


CAUFORNIA 

Alameda  County 

Berkeley,  Golden  Sheaf  Bakery,  2069-2071 
Addison  St.  r 

Berkeley,  Studio  Building,  2045  Shattuck 
Ave. 

Livermore,  Murphy,  D.  J.  House,  291 
McLeod  St. 

Del  Norte  County 

Klamath  vicinity.  Radar  Station  B-71,  W  of 
Klamath. 

Fresno  County 

Fresno,  Einstein  House,  1600  M  St. 

Fresno.  Pantages,  Alexander,  Theatre,  1400 
Fulton  St. 

Fresno,  Southern  Pacific  Passenger  Depot, 
1033  H  St. 

Fresno,  Warehouse  Row  Historic  District, 
722,  744,  and  764  P  St. 

Los  Angeles  County 

Los  Angeles,  Stimson  House,  2421  S,  Figue¬ 
roa  St. 

Monrovia,  Oaks  ( The),  250  N.  Primrose  Ave. 

Whittier,  Southern  Pacific  Railroad  Sta¬ 
tion,  11825  Bailey  St. 

Mariposa  County 

El  Portal,  Yosemite  Valley  Railroad  Caboose 
No.  15,  CA  140. 

El  Portal  vicinity.  Glacier  Point  Trailside 
Museum,  E  of  El  Portal. 

El  Portal  vicinity,  Yosemite  Village  Historic 
District,  E  of  El  Portal. 

Placer  County 

Soda  Springs  vicinity.  Summit  Soda 
Springs,  SE  of  Soda  Springs. 

Plumas  County 

Chester  vicinity.  Womer  Valley  Ranger  Sta¬ 
tion,  N  of  Chester  on  Lassen  Volcanic  Na¬ 
tional  Park. 

Sacramento  County 

Galt,  Liberty  Schoolhouse,  113  4th  St. 

Sacramento,  Sacramento  Memorial  Audito¬ 
rium,  16th  and  J  Sts. 

San  Diego  County 

Oceanside,  Libby,  Charles,  House,  636  Rock- 
ledge  St. 

Ramona  vicinity,  Castle  {The),  W  of 
Ramona. 

San  Mateo  County 

Atherton,  Watkins-Cartan  House,  25  Isabel¬ 
la  Ave.  HABS 


Green  County 

Madison,  Pratt  Truss  Bridge,  between  Madi¬ 
son,  WI  and  Freeport,  IL  (also  in  Dade  Co, 
WI). 

Madison,  Tunnel  Illinois  Central  Gulf  RR, 
between  Freeport,  IL  and  Madison,  WI 
(also  in  Dade  Co,  WI). 

Monroe,  Illinois  Central  Freight  House. 

LaCrosse  County 

Lacrosse,  LaCrosse  Post  Office. 

Milwaukee  County 

Victor  Schlitz  House  {Highland  Community 
School),  2004  W.  Highland  Ave. 

Rock  County 

Portion  of  Evansville  Historic  District 
WYOMING 

Albany  County 

Woods  Landing  vicinity,  Boswell  Ranch,  WY 

10. 

Fremont  County 

Pilot  Butte  Powerplant  Wind  River  Basin. 

Johnson  County 

Casper,  Castle  Rock  Archeological  Site. 

Casper,  Dull  Knife  Battlefield. 

Casper.  Middle  Fork  Pictograph-Petroglyph 
Panels. 

Casper,  Portuguese  Houses. 

Park  County 

Mammouth,  Chapel  at  Fort  Yellowstone, 
Yellowstone  National  Park 

PUERTO  RICO 

Mona  Island,  Sardinero  Site  and  Ball 
Courts. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34538  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  ami 


[4310-70] 

NATIONAL  REGISTER  OF  HISTORIC  PLACES 
Notification  of  Ponding  Nominations 

Nominations  for  the  following  prop¬ 
erties  being  considered  for  listing  in 
the  National  Register  were  received  by 
the  National  Park  Service  before  No¬ 
vember  25,  1977.  Pursuant  to  §  60.13(a) 
of  36  CFR  Part  60,  published  in  final 
form  on  January  9,  1976,  written  com¬ 
ments  concerning  the  significance  of 
these  properties  under  the  National 
Register  criteria  for  evaluation  may  be 
forwarded  to  the  Keeper  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Register,  National  Park  Service, 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior, 
Washington,  D.C.  20240.  Written  com¬ 
ments  or  a  request  for  additional  time 
to  prepare  comments  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  by  December  16, 1977. 

Robert  B.  Rettig, 

Acting  Keeper  of  the 
National  Register. 

ARIZONA 

Apache  County 

Chambers  vicinity.  Kin  Tiet  18  mi.  N  of 

Chambers. 


Santa  Clara  County 

Palo  Alto  vicinity,  Hanna-Honeycomb 
House,  737  Frenchman’s  Rd. 

Santa  Cruz  County 

Felton,  Felton  Presbyterian  Church,  6299 
Gushee  St. 

Shasta  County 

Chester  vicinity.  Horseshoe  Lake  Ranger 
Station,  N  of  Chester  on  Lassen  Volcanic 
National  Park. 

Mineral  vicinity.  Prospect  Peak  Fire  Loo¬ 
kout,  NE  of  Mineral. 

Mineral  vicinity.  Summit  Lake  Ranger  Sta¬ 
tion,  NE  of  Mineral  on  Lassen  Park  Rd. 

Stanislaus  County 


Modesto,  McHenry  Mansion,  906  15th  St. 
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VERMONT 

Chittenden  County 

Winooski  vicinity  Winooski  Archeological 
Site.  W  of  Winooski 

(FR  Doc.  77-34386  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4310-70] 

National  Rark  Sorvic# 

tINT  FES  77-42] 

FIRE  ISLAND  NATIONAL  SEASHORE  GENERAL 
MANAGEMENT  PLAN 

Availability  of  Final  Environmantol  Statomant 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)(C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
has  prepared  a  final  environmental 
statement  for  a  proposed  General 
Management  Plan  for  Fire  Island  Na¬ 
tional  Seashore,  New  York. 

The  final  environmental  statement 
considers  the  impacts  of  land  use  con¬ 
trols  needed  to  assure  the  perpetua¬ 
tion  of  the  resource  values  of  the  sea¬ 
shore.  The  statement  evaluates  var¬ 
ious  alternatives,  their  unavoidable  ef¬ 
fects  and  mitigating  measures  and 
other  environmental  aspects.  Proposed 
General  Management  Plan  concepts 
include  land  use  controls,  visitor  access 
and  circulation,  types  and  modes  of 
visitor  activities  and  the  protection  of 
natural  and  cultural  as  well  as  recre¬ 
ational  resources. 

No  action  will  be  taken  to  implement 
proposals  of  the  general  management 
plan  prior  to  60  days  from  the  date  of 
this  notice. 

Copies  of  the  final  environmental 
statement  are  available  from  or  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  following  locations: 

North  Atlantic  Region,  National'  Park  Ser¬ 
vice.  15  State  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02109. 
Superintendent.  Fire  Island  National  Sea¬ 
shore.  P.O.  Box  229.  Patchogue,  N.Y. 
11772. 

National  Park  Ser^nce.  Manhattan  Sites,  26 
Wall  Street.  New  York.  N.Y.  10005. 


I  million  acre-feet  of  water  is  diverted 
from  Missouri  River  Reservoirs  for 
energy-related  industrial  development 
The  statement  covers  impacts  of  de¬ 
pletion  of  the  water  from  the  main- 
stem  reservoir  system  and  develop¬ 
ment  and  operation  of  a  hypothetical 
mixture  of  industries  and  associated 
coal  mining  in  eastern  Montana,  West¬ 
ern  North  Dakota,  western  and  Cen¬ 
tral  South  Dakota,  and  northeastern 
Wyoming. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  at 
the  following  locations: 

Office  of  Assistant  to  the  Commissioner- 
Ecology,  Room  7622  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion.  Department  of  the  Interior,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20240.  telephone  202-343- 
4991. 

Division  of  Engineering  Support,  Technical 
Services  Branch.  EAR  Center,  Denver 
Federal  Center,  Denver,  Colo.  80225. 

Office  of  the  Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  P..  Box  2553,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing.  Billings,  Mont.  59103,  telephone  406- 
657-6214. 

Missouri-Sourls  Projects  Office,  Bureau  of 
Reclamation.  P.O.  Box  1017,  Bismarck  N 
Dak.  58501,  telephone  701-255-4011. 
Missouri-Oahe  Projects  Office.  Bureau  of 
Reclamation.  P.O.  Box  825,  Huron,  S. 
Dak.  57350,  telephone  605-352-8651. 

Single  copies  of  the  final  environ¬ 
mental  statement  may  be  obtained  on 
request  to  the  Commissioner  of  Recla¬ 
mation  or  the  Regional  Director. 
Please  refer  to  the  statement  number 
above. 

Dated:  December  I.  1977. 

Larry  E.  Meierotto, 
Acting  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 
[FR  Doc.  77-34846  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4310-10] 

Offica  af  Hia  Sacratary 

BUREAU  OF  INDIAN  AFFAIRS 
REORGANIZATION  TASK  FORCE 

Notica  of  E«tabli»hinant 


Tulare  County 

Mineral  King  vicinity,  Barton-Lackey 
Cabin,  N  of  Mineral  King. 

Mineral  King  vicinity.  Generals’  Highu>ay 
Stone  Bridges.  N  of  Mineral  King  on  Se¬ 
quoia  National  Park. 

Mineral  King  \icinity.  Pear  Lake  Ski  Hut.  N 
of  Mineral  King  on  Sequoia  National 
Park. 

Silver  City  vicinity,  Hockett  Meadow  Ranger 
Station.  S  of  Silver  City  on  Sequoia  Na¬ 
tional  Park. 

Three  Rivers  vicinity.  Ash  Mountain  En¬ 
trance  Sign,  N  of  Three  Rivers  on  Sequoia 
National  Park. 

Three  Rivers  vicinity.  Camp  Sequoia,  N  of 
Three  Rivers  on  the  Sequoia  National 
Park. 

Three  Rivers  vicinity,  Groenfeldt  Site,  N  of 
Three  Rivers. 

Three  Rivers  vicinity,  Moro  Rock  Stairway, 
N  of  Three  Rivers  on  Sequoia  National 
Park. 

Three  Rivers  vicinity.  Redwood  Meadow 
Ranger  Station,  NE  of  Three  Rivers  on 
Sequoia  National  Park. 

Wisonia  vicinity.  Cabin  Creek  Ranger  Resi¬ 
dence  and  Dormitory,  SE  of  Wilsonia  on 
Generals  Highway. 

DELAWARE 

Kent  County 

Milford'  Bank  House.  119  N.  Walnut  St. 

Sussex  County 

Bridgeville  vicinity.  Trinity  Methodist  Epis¬ 
copal  Church,  NW  of  Bridgeville  on  DE 
31. 

Lewes,  Maull  House,  542  Pilot  Town  Rd. 
(boundary  revision). 

Seaford,  Burton  Hardware  Store,  High  St. 
and  Spring  Alley. 

Seaford  vicinity,  Hearn  and  Rawlins  Mill,  N 
of  Seaford  on  U.S.  13 A. 

Seaford  vicinity,  Lawrence,  N  of  Seaford  on 
U.S.  13  A. 

KENTUCKY 

Fayette  County 

Lexington.  Bell  Place,  Sayre  Ave. 

Lexington,  Spring  Hill  Farm,  1401  Old 
Frankfort  Pike. 

Lexington  vicinity.  Delta,  S  of  Lexington  at 
2450  Armstrong  Mill  Rd. 

Lexington  vicinity.  Helm  Place  (Cedar  Halt), 
SW  of  Lexington  on  Bowman  Mill  Rd. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Adams  County 

Natchez.  Smith-Buntura- Evans  House,  107 
Broadway  St.  HABS. 

Clairbome  County 

Bruinsburg  vicinity,  Smithfield  Site,  S  of 
Bruinsburg. 

Lawrence  County 

Monticello  vicinity.  Mill  Creek  Site,  S  of 
Monticello. 

Warren  County 

Vicksburg,  Church  of  the  Holy  Trinity. 
South  and  Monroe  St. 

UTAH 

Sevier  County 

Elsinore,  Elsinore  White  Rock  Schoolhouse, 
25  S 100  East 


Dated:  November  28.  1977. 

David  Ushio, 
Acting  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
[FR  Doc.  77-34840  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4310-09] 

Offic*  af  Hi#  Sacratary 

[INT  FES  77-431 

WATER  FOR  ENERGY,  MISSOURI  RIVER 
RESERVOIRS 

Availability  af  Final  Enviranmantal  Statamant 

I*ursuant  to  section  102(2X0  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
has  preparecl  a  final  environmental 
statement  describing  the  environmen¬ 
tal  impacts  which  could  be  expected  if 


This  notice  is  published  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
552(a)(1),  and  section  9(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L.  92-463,  5  U.S.C.  App.  1).  Following 
consultation  with  the  Office  of  Man¬ 
agement  and  Budget  Secretariat, 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Interior  is  establishing  the 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  Reorganiza¬ 
tion  Task  Force.  The  Task  Force's  ob¬ 
jective  is  to  propose,  formulate  and 
submit  recommendations  for  restruc¬ 
turing  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
into  a  more  effective  advocate  of 
Indian  interests.  The  Task  Force  will 
advise  the  Secretary  and  make  recom¬ 
mendations  to  him  concerning  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  an  organization  which 
anticipates  the  needs  of  Native  Ameri¬ 
cans  and  tribes  while  ensuring  that 
the  Federal  Government’s  trust  re- 
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sponsibilitles  are  carried  out  efficient¬ 
ly.  The  Task  Force  will  also  make  rec¬ 
ommendations  on  providing  services  to 
Native  Americans  more  efficiently  and 
for  the  strengthening  of  tribal  govern¬ 
ments.  Major  areas  of  concern  are 
human  resource  development,  natural 
resource  development,  social  service 
delivery,  planning,  advocacy  of  tribal 
and  Native  Americans  rights  and  inter¬ 
ests,  trust  protection  services  and  ad¬ 
ministration  of  services  and  systems. 
Such  advice  is  consistent  with  enhanc¬ 
ing  the  missions  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior.  The  certification  of  es¬ 
tablishment  is  published  below. 

Certification 

I  hereby  certify  that  the  Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs  Reorganization  Task 
Force  is  in  the  public  interest  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  performance  of 
duties  imposed  on  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  by  25  U.S.C.  section  2  and 
Reorganization  Plan  number  3  of  1950. 

Dated;  December  2,  1977.  _ 

Cecil  D.  Andrus, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

[FR  Doc.  77-35009  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4310-10] 

BUREAU  OF  INDIAN  AFFAIRS 
REORGANIZATION  TASK  FORCE 

Organization  Mooting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Pub.  L.  92-463  that  a  meeting  of 
the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  Reorga¬ 
nization  Task  Force  will  be  held  on 
December  21,  1977  commencing  at  10 
a.m.  in  room  5160,  at  the  Department 
of  the  Interior,  18th  and  C  Streets 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C, 

The  purpose  of  the  Task  Force  is  to 
advise  the  Secretary  and  make  recom¬ 
mendations  to  him  concerning  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  an  organization  which 
anticipates  the  needs  of  Native  Ameri¬ 
cans  and  tribes  while  insuring  that  the 
Federal  Govermnent’s  trust  responsi¬ 
bilities  are  carried  out  efficiently.  The 
Task  Force  will  also  make  recommen¬ 
dations  to  the  Secretary  on  providing 
services  more  efficiently  to  Native 
Americans  and  for  strengthening 
tribal  governments.  The  purpose  of 
this  meeting  is  to  organize  the  Task 
Force  and  permit  Task  Force  members 
to  elect  one  of  their  members  a  Task 
Force  chairman.  The  Task  Force  will 
assign  areas  of  responsibility  to  indi¬ 
vidual  Task  Force  members  and  will 
consider  any  other  matters  which  re¬ 
quire  their  attention. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Space  will  permit  at  least  15  persons 
to  attend  the  meeting  in  addition  to 
Task  Force  members  and  Task  Force 
staff.  Any  member  of  the  public  may 
file  written  statements  concerning  the 
matters  to  be  discussed  with  the  Task 


Force  Chairman  or  Task  Force  Direc¬ 
tor. 

Persons  wishing  further  information 
concerning  the  meeting  may  contact 
Jack  Rushing,  Task  Force  Director, 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  room  7353, 
Washington.  D.C.  20240,  202-343-6010. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  one  week 
after  each  Task  Force  meeting  in  room 
7353,  Interior  Building,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Dated:  December  2,  1977. 

Jack  Rushing, 

TcLsk  Force  Director, 
BIA  Reorganization  Task  Force. 

[PR  Doc.  77-35010  B’iled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-30] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Employment  and  Training  Adminittration 

INDIAN  AND  NATIVE  AMERICAN  ECONOMIC 
STIMULUS  PROGRAM 

Plant  for  Allocating  Fundi 

AGENCY:  Employment  and  Training 
Administration.  Labor. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  provides 
notice  of  funding  allocations  under 
the  Fiscal  Year  1977  Indian  and 
Native  American  Economic  Stimulus 
Programs. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Alexander  S.  MacNabb,  Direc¬ 
tor,  Division  of  Indian  and  Native 
American  Programs.  Room  6402,  601 
D  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20213. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 
Basic  plans  for  the  Indian  and  Native 
American  Economic  Stimulus  Program 
were  announced  on  Tuesday,  July  26, 
1977,  at  42  FR  38022.  As  stated  in  that 
notice,  six  program  categories  were  se¬ 
lected  for  funding  in  Fiscal  Year  1977: 
Paramedical,  Paralegal,  Waste  Dispos¬ 
al,  Domestic  Fuel  Development,  Agri¬ 
culture  and  On-Site  Management.  A 
total  of  $14  million  in  Fiscal  Year  1977 
Comprehensive  Employment  and 
Training  Act  (CETA)  discretionary 
title  I  funds  were  made  available  to 
fund  these  six  categories.  The  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  composite  multi¬ 
agency  review  panels  that  were  specifi¬ 
cally  convened  to  review  proposals 
submitted  under  this  program  have 
been  considered  in  making  the  follow¬ 
ing  decisions. 

Paramedical 

Oneida  Tribe  of  Indians,  De  Pere,  Wis., 
$67,405. 

Ute  Mountain  Tribe,  Towaoc,  Colo., 
$170,430. 

Chickasaw  Nation  of  Oklahoma,  Ada,  Okla., 
$163,681. 


The  Navajo  Tribe  of  Indians,  Window  Rock, 
Arlz.,  $135,000. 

Pueblo  of  Zuni,  Zunl,  N.  Mex.,  $100,000. 

The  Navajo  Tribe,  Window  Rock.  Ariz., 
$70,000. 

Southern  Ute  Indian  Tribe,  Colorado  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Labor,  Denver,  Colo.,  $69,045. 
Yupiktuk  Bista,  Bethel,  Alaska,  $100,000. 
Fond  Du  Lac  Reservation,  Cloquet,  Minn., 
$240,000. 

Health  Education  Resources,  Inc.,  Bethesda, 
Md.,  $140,000. 

The  Papago  Tribe  of  Arizona,  Sells,  Ariz., 
$13,244. 

Central  Council  of  the  Tlingit  and  Haida  In¬ 
dians  of  Alaska,  Juneau,  Alaska,  $161,213. 
United  Tribes  of  Kansas  and  Southeast  Ne¬ 
braska.  Horton,  Nebr.,  $143,760. 

Alaska  Federation  of  Natives,  Anchorage, 
Alaska,  $122,300. 

Assiniboine  Sioux,  Poplar,  Mont.,  $100,000. 
Rosebud  Sioux  Tribe,  Rosebud,  S.  Dak., 
$150,000. 

Seneca  Nation  of  Indians,  Salamanca,  N.Y.. 
$50,000. 

Inter-Tribal  Council  of  California,  Sacra¬ 
mento,  Calif.,  $1,003,922. 

Paralegal 

The  Navajo  Tribe  of  Indians,  Window  Rock, 
Ariz.,  $311,137. 

North  Pacific  Rim.  Anchorage,  Alaska, 
$229,834. 

Great  Lakes  Inter-Tribal  Coimcil,  Inc., 
Asland,  Wis.,  $109,430. 

Fort  Belknap  Indian  Community,  Harlem, 
Mont.,  $168,590. 

Utah  Native  American  Consortium,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah,  $253,020. 

Rosebud  Sioux,  Rosebud,  S.  Dak.,  $300,000. 
Northern  Cheyenne,  Lame  Deer,  Mont., 
$82,426. 

Nebraska  Indian  Inter-Tribal  Council,  Win¬ 
nebago,  Nebr.,  $187,436. 

Pueblo  of  Zuni.  Zunl.  N.  Msx.,  $167,557. 

Gila  River,  Sacaton,  Ariz.,  $400,000. 

Kiowa  Tribe  of  Oklahoma,  Anadarko,  Okla., 
$250,000. 

Antioch  School  of  Law,  Washington,  D.C., 
$1,434,918. 

Fort  Belknap  Indian  Community,  Harlem, 
Mont.,  $200,000. 

Waste  Disposal 

Southem-Ute  Indian  Tribe,  Denver,  Colo., 
$150,000. 

White  Earth  Reservation,  White  Earth, 
Minn.,  $60,000. 

CHE-HO-QUI-SHO  Indian  Consortium,  Ta- 
holah.  Wash.,  $55,117. 

The  Navajo  Tribe  of  Indians,  Window  Rock, 
Ariz.,  $175,000. 

Tonkawa  Tribe  of  Oklahoma,  Tonkawa, 
Okla.,  $200,000. 

Fort  Belknap  Indian  Community,  Harlem, 
Mont.,  $110,000. 

Cherokee  Nation  of  Oklahoma.  Tahlequah, 
Okla.,  $190,000. 

Leech  Lake  Reservation,  Cass  Lake,  Minn., 
$75,000. 

Devil’s  Lake  Sioux  Tribe,  Fort  Totten,  N. 
Dak.,  $30,855. 

Mille  Lacs  Reservation,  Onamia,  Minn., 
$65,000. 

Domestic  Fuel 

Menominee  Restoration  Committee,  Ke- 
shena,  Wis.,  $300,000. 

Leech  Ddce.  Cass  Lake,  Minn.,  $175,729. 

Lac  Courte  Oreilles,  Hayward,  Wis., 
$101,421. 
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Hopi  Tribal  Council,  Oraibl,  Arte.,  $89,000. 
Northwest  Inter-Tribal  Council  (Makah), 
Everett.  Wash.,  $30,000. 

National  Congress  of  American  Indians.  Na¬ 
tional  Tribal  Chairmen's  Association, 
American  Management  Association,  New 
York.  N.Y..  $1,451,000. 

Alaska  Native  Foundation,  Anchorage. 
Alaska.  $1,400,000. 

Signed  in  Washington,  D.C„  this 
14th  day  of  November  1977. 

Lamond  Godwin, 
Administrator.  Office 
of  National  Programs. 
tFR  Doc.  77-34649  Filed  12-5-77;  8.45  ami 

[4510-26] 

Occupational  Safety  and  HoalHi  Administration 

[V-77-16] 

aARBER-GREENE  CO. 

Application  for  Varionco 

AGENCY:  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration  Department  of 
Labor. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  application  for 
variance. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  announces 
the  application  of  Barber-Greene  Co. 
for  a  variance  from  the  standard  pre¬ 
scribed  in  29  CFR  1910.108(c)  (2)  and 
(3)  concerning  the  use  of  overflow 
pipes  and  bottom  drains  in  a  dip  tank 
containing  a  flammable  and  combusti¬ 
ble  liquid. 

DATES:  The  last  date  for  interested 
persons  to  submit  comments  is  Janu¬ 
ary  5.  1978.  The  last  date  for  affected 
employers  to  request  a  hearing  on  the 
application  is  January  5,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  or  re¬ 
quests  for  a  hearing  to:  Office  of  Vari¬ 
ance  Determination,  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administration, 
U  S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd  Street 
and  Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Room 
N-3668.  Washington.  D.C.  20210. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  James  J.  Concannon,  Director, 
Officer  of  Variance  Determination, 
at  the  above  address,  telephone  202- 
523-7121. 

or  the  following  Regional  and  Area 
Offices. 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor.  Occupa¬ 
tional  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration.  32nd  Floor,  Room  3263,  230 
South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago.  III. 
60604. 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor.  Occupa¬ 
tional  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration.  344  Smoke  Tree  Business 
Park,  North  Aurora.  Ill.  60542. 

I.  Notice  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Barber- 
Greene  Co„  400  North  Highand 


Avenue,  Aurora.  Ill.  60507,  has  made 
application  pursuant  to  section  6(d)  of 
the  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Act  of  1970  (84  Stat.  1596;  29  U.S.C. 
655)  and  29  CFR  1905.11  for  a  variance 
from  the  standards  prescribed  in  29 
CFR  1910.108(c)  (2)  and  (3)  concerning 
the  use  of  overflow  pipes  and  bottom 
drains  in  a  dip  tank  containing  a  flam¬ 
mable  and  (ximbustible  liquid. 

The  address  of  the  place  of  employ¬ 
ment  that  will  be  affected  by  the  ap¬ 
plication  is  as  follows:  Barber-Greene 
Co.,  400  North  Highand  Avenue. 
Aurora.  lU.  60507. 

The  applicant  certifies  that  employ¬ 
ees  who  would  be  affected  by  the  vari¬ 
ance  have  been  notified  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  by  gMng  a  copy  of  it  to  their  au¬ 
thorized  employee  representative,  and 
by  posting  a  copy  at  all  places  where 
notices  to  employees  are  normally 
posted.  Eimployees  have  also  been  in¬ 
formed  of  their  right  to  petition  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  a  hearing. 

Regarding  the  merits  of  the  applica¬ 
tion,  the  applicant  contends  that  it  is 
providing  a  place  of  employment  as 
safe  as  that  required  by  §  1910.108 
(c)(2)  concerning  overflow  pipes  which 
states,  in  part,  that  dip  tanks  of  over 
150  gallons  in  capacity  or  10  squ&re 
feet  in  liquid  surface  area  shall  be 
equipped  with  a  properly  trapped 
overflow  pipe  leading  to  a  safe  loca¬ 
tion  outside  buildings. 

Section  1910.108(c)(3)  concerning 
bottom  drains  requires  that  dip  tanks 
over  500  gallons  in  liquid  capacity 
shall  be  equipped  with  bottom  drains 
automatically  and  manually  arranged 
to  quickly  drain  the  tank  in  the  event 
of  fire,  unless  the  viscosity  of  the 
liquid  at  normal  atmospheric  tempera¬ 
ture  makes  this  impractical.  Manual 
operation  shall  be  from  a  safely  acces¬ 
sible  location.  Where  gravity  flow  is 
not  practicable,  automatic  pumps  shall 
be  required. 

The  applicant  states  that  it  is  a  man¬ 
ufacturer  of  conveyors,  asphalt 
mixers,  road  pavers,  etc.  The  compo¬ 
nent  parts  of  the  applicant’s  products, 
which  require  painting,  are  performed 
in  a  paint  dip  tank  containing  a  flam¬ 
mable  and  combustible  liquid. 

In  lieu  of  complying  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  a  bottom  drain  and 
overflow  pipes  on  their  paint  dip  tank, 
the  applicant  proposes  an  automatic 
operation  including  the  necssary  fire 
protection  to  safe-guard  their  employ¬ 
ees  working  in  the  vicinity  of  the  paint 
dip  operation. 

The  proposed  system  includes  a  dip 
tank  and  an  automatic  continuous 
power  conveyor  coming  from  the  shot 
blast  cleaning  area.  Painting  of  the 
parts  by  the  dip  tank  will  be  automat¬ 
ic.  and  both  loading  and  unloading  of 
the  conveyor  will  be  accomplished  out¬ 
side  of  the  room. 

The  applicant  also  states  that  the 
closest  location  for  draining  the  tank 


out-of-doors  is  450  feet  from  the  dip 
tank,  right  through  the  receiving  area 
of  the  plant,  and  also  near  the  Bur¬ 
lington  Northern  Railroad  right  of 
way.  All  other  potential  locations  150 
feet  away  fronv  the  building,  signifi¬ 
cantly  exceed  450  feet  which  makes 
using  and  testing  the  tank  and  system 
for  proper  draining  and  return  of 
paint  impossible. 

In  order  for  the  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health  Administration  to  consider 
a  variance  from  the  requirements  of 
29  CFR  1910.108(0  (2)  and  (3).  the  ap¬ 
plicant  has  agreed  to  comply  with  the 
following  conditions,  as  requested  by 
him  by  the  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration’s  Office  of 
Variance  Determination: 

1.  The  area  where  any  dip  tanks 
shall  be  located  when  in  use  shall  be 
protected  with  an  automatic  carbon 
dioxide  fixed  local  application  system 
in  compliance  with  §  1910.161.  The 
system  shall  be  designed  to  encompass 
each  dip  tank,  drain  board,  and  any 
object  which  may  be  attached  to  the 
conveyor  directly  above  the  tank.  The 
system  shall  also  be  designed  not  to 
force  liquid  from  the  tank  when  it  is 
activated. 

2.  The  sprinkler  system,  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of 
§  1910.159,  shall  be  designed  so  that  no 
water  is  directed  into  any  tank  in  use. 

3.  All  dip  tanks  when  not  in  use  shall 
be  covered  with  a  non-combustible 
cover. 

4.  The  liquid  level  shall  be  at  least 
six  inches  below  the  top  of  a  dip  tank 
in  use. 

5.  An  emergency  plan  shall  be  imple¬ 
mented  to  ensure  that  all  employees 
will  be  evacuated  from  the  dip  tank 
area.  A  copy  of  the  plan  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  at  the  establishment  for  inspec¬ 
tion.  Every  concerned  employee  shall 
be  made  aware  of  this  evacuation  plan 
and  know  what  to  do  in  the  event  of 
an  emergency  and  be  evacuated  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  plan. 

6.  An  alarm  device  shall  be  initiated 
to  alert  employees  in  the  dip  tank  area 
before  and  during  the  activation  of 
the  automatic  carbon  dioxide  extin¬ 
guishing  system. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C..  this 
22nd  day  of  November  1977. 

Basil  J.  Whiting, 
Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

(FR  Doc.  77-34647  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 
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[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2149.  2152,  2155,  2156,  2157,  2160] 

Office  of  the  Secretery 

A6C  INDUSTRIES,  INC,  ET  AL. 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Application 
for  Reconeiderotion 

In  the  matter  of  ABC  Industries. 
Inc.,  Paterson,  N.J.;  Cliftex  Engravers, 
Inc.,  Passaic,  N.J.:  Excel  FV,  Inc.,  Elm¬ 
wood,  N.J.;  Graphic  Engraving,  Inc., 
Paterson,  N.J.;  Imperial  Textile  En¬ 
graving,  Inc.,  Paterson,  N.J.;  Les-Co 
Engraving  Company,  Lodi,  N.J.;  and 
Passaic  Engraving  Company,  Passaic, 
N.J. 

On  November  3,  1977,  petitioners  for 
workers  and  former  workers  of  the 
above-mentioned  firms  requested  ad¬ 
ministrative  reconsideration  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor’s  negative  determi¬ 
nations  regarding  eligibility  to  apply 
for  worker  adjustment  assistance. 
These  determinations  were  published 
in  the  Federai,  Register  on  October 
14.  1977  and  October  25,  1977  (42  FR 
55293,  55297,  55300,  55301  55302, 
55306,  and  56377). 

Pursuant  to  29  CPR  90.19(c),  recon¬ 
sideration  may  be  granted  under  the 
following  circumstances: 

1.  If  it  appears,  on  the  basis  of  facts 
not  previously  considered,  that  the  de¬ 
termination  complained  of  was  errone¬ 
ous: 

2.  If  it  appears  that  the  determina¬ 
tion  complained  of  was  based  on  a  mis¬ 
take  in  the  detennination  of  facts  pre¬ 
viously  considered:  or 

If.  in  the  opinion  of  the  certifying 
officer,  a  misinterpretation  of  facts  or 
of  the  law  justifies  reconsideration  of 
the  decision. 

The  only  issue  of  substance  raised 
by  the  petitioners  in  these  cases  is 
whether  or  not  imports  of  printed 
fabric  are  “like  or  directly  competitive 
with”  the  engraved  copper  rollers  pro¬ 
duced  by  the  workers  at  the  subject 
firms. 

It  is  -the  Department  of  Labor’s  posi¬ 
tion  that  imports  of  printed  fabric  are 
not  “like  or  directly  competitive  with” 
the  articles  produced  by  the  workers' 
firms,  within  the  meaning  of  section 
222(3)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.  The 
Department's  determinations  in  these 
cases  are  consistent  with  the  legisla¬ 
tive  history  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974, 
decisions  of  various  U.S.  courts,  and 
administrative  precedents  of  both  the 
Department  of  Labor  and  the  U.S.  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  Commission. 

Conclusion 

After  review  of  the  application  and 
the  investigative  file  I  conclude  that 
there  has  been  no  error  or  misinter¬ 
pretation  of  fact  or  misinterpretation 
of  the  law  which  would  justify  recon¬ 


sideration  of  the  Department  of 
Labor’s  prior  decisions.  The  applica¬ 
tions  are  therefore  denied. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
18th  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 
(FR  Doc.  77-34650  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

(TA-W-1702] 

ALPER-SCHWARTZ  CO.,  PHILADELPHIA,  PA. 

Nagativa  Datarmination  Regarding  Eligibility 

To  Apply  for  Workor  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor  herein  presents  the  re¬ 
sults  of  TA-W-1702:  Investigation  re¬ 
garding  certification  of  eligibility  to 
apply  for  worker  adjustment  assis¬ 
tance  as  prescribed  in  section  222  of 
the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  3,  1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  February  28, 1977, 
which  w^as  filed  by  the  International 
Ladies  Garment  Worker’s  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  w’omen's  and  misses’  dresses 
at  the  Philadelphia.  Pa.  plant  of  the 
Alper-Schwartz  Co. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  11,  1977  (42  FR  13627-13628). 
No  public  hearing  was  requested  and 
none  was  held. 

T  he  information  upon  which  the 
determination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Alper- 
Schwartz  Co.,  its  customers,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Cotton  Council  of  America,  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  the 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission, 
industry  analysts,  and  Department 
files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance.  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the  firm  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated: 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely,  and 

(3)  'That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separation,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly"  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 


tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met,  crite¬ 
rion  (4)  has  not  been  met. 

Evidmee  developed  during  the  De¬ 
partment's  investigation  revealed  that 
Alper-Schwartz  is  a  manufacturer  of 
misses'  dresses. 

A  survey  of  approximately  25  per¬ 
cent  of  Alper-Schwartz’s  customers  in¬ 
dicated  that  one  customer  had  de¬ 
creased  purchases  of  misses'  dresses 
from  Alper-Schwartz  and  increased 
purchases  of  imported  misses'  dresses. 
This  customer  indicated  that  less  than 
1.5  percent  of  this  customer's  pur¬ 
chases  in  each  year  were  of  imported 
misses'  dresses.  Customers  surveyed 
indicated  that  there  was  little,  if  any. 
import  influence  in  the  domestic 
misses’  dress  market. 

Sales  increased  35.8  percent  in  terms 
of  value  and  34.0  percent  in  terms  of 
quantity  from  1975  to  1976.  Sales  in¬ 
creased  by  approximately  1.0  percent 
in  terms  of  value  and  decreased  by  ap¬ 
proximately  1.0  percent  in  terms  of 
quantity  in  the  first  half  of  1977  com¬ 
pared  with  the  same  period  of  1976.  In 
late  1976  and  in  1977  there  was  a  style 
change  away  from  the  two-piece  dress 
(dress  and  jacket)  toward  the  one- 
piece  dress.  One-piece  dresses  require 
a  smaller  amount  of  sewing  than  two- 
piece  dresses.  Therefore,  as  older 
workers  retired  and  other  workers 
quit,  they  were  not  replaced.  The  de¬ 
cline  in  employment  from  1975  to  1976 
and  from  the  first  quarter  of  1976  to 
the  first  quarter  of  1977  was  the  result 
of  attrition  and  not  the  result  of  lay¬ 
offs. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation.  I  conclude 
that  Imports  of  articles  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  women’s  and  misses’ 
dresses  produced  by  Alper-Schwartz. 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  have  not  contributed 
Importantly  to  the  decline  in  sales  or 
production  of  the  firm  and  to  the  total 
or  partial  separations  of  workers  of 
that  firm  as  required  for  certification 
under  section  222  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  this 
18th  day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grubert, 
Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 

(FR  Doc.  77-34651  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

(TA-W-1871] 

AMY  TOGS,  INC,  ASHLEY,  PA. 

Nogatlvo  Datarmination  Ragarding  EUgibUity 
To  Apply  for  Worlcor  Adiushnont  Astiatonco 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
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of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-1871:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  23,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  March  23,  1977 
which  was  filed  by  the  International 
Ladies’  Garment  Workers’  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  women’s  and  misses’  dresses 
at  Amy  Togs,  Inc.,  Ashley,  Pa. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  12,  1977  (42  FR  19176).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  w'as  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Amy  Togs, 
Inc.,  the  U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  the  International  ’Trade  Com¬ 
mission,  industry  analysts,  and  De¬ 
partment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
been  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  b^ome  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely, 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  "contributed  im¬ 
portantly"  means  a  cause  which  is  imi>or- 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met,  crite¬ 
rion  (2)  has  not  been  met. 

Production  of  dresses  at  Amy  Togs, 
Inc.,  is  not  separately  identifiable 
from  production  at  a  sister  company, 
Joel  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.  Produc¬ 
tion  of  dresses  at  the  two  companies 
increased  4.2  percent  in  quantity  from 
1974  to  1975  and  increased  8.8  percent 
in  quantity  from  1975  to  1976.  Sales 
increased  37.1  percent  in  quantity  in 
the  first  2  months  of  1977  compared  to 
the  first  2  months  of  1976.  All  produc¬ 
tion  is  on  a  contract  basis,  therefore 
sales  equal  production. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  neither  sales  nor  production  of 
women’s  and  misses’  dresses  at  Amy 
Togs,  Inc.,  Ashley,  Pa.  have  decreased 
as  required  by  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  21st 
day  of  November  1977. 

JAMES  F.  TAYLOR, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 
[FR  Doc.  77-34652  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2218] 

BURLINGTON  INDUSTRIES,  INC,  GREENVILLE, 
S.C 

Negativ*  Oaterminotion  Regarding  Eligibility 
To  Apply  for  Workor  Adjuttment  At*i>ianco 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  'Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2218:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
July  20,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  July  18,  1977, 
which  was  filed  by  three  workers  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  broadwoven  (greige)  fabric 
at  the  Greenville,  S.C.  plant  of  Bur¬ 
lington  Industries,  Inc. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  2,  1977  (42  FR  39156).  No 
public  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Burling¬ 
ton  Industries,  its  customers,  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  Commission,  indus¬ 
try  ahalysts  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivison  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  "contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  the 
other  criteria  have  been  met,  the  in¬ 
vestigation  revealed  that  the  fourth 
criterion  has  not  been  met. 

The  Department’s  investigation  re¬ 
vealed  that  a  survey  of  customers  rep¬ 


resenting  54.8  percent  of  the  Green¬ 
ville,  S.C.  plant’s  sales  indicated  that 
most  do  not  purchase  imported  broad- 
woven  fabric.  The  one  customer  that 
increased  purchases  of  imports  from 
1975  to  1976  also  increased  purchases 
of  greige  goods  from  the  Greenville 
plant.  Of  the  three  customers  that  in¬ 
creased  purchases  of  imported  greige 
goods  from  the  first  half  of  1976  to 
the  first  half  of  1977,  two  increased 
purchases  from  the  Greenville  plant. 
The  one  customer  that  increased  pur¬ 
chases  of  imports  while  decreasing 
purchases  from  the  Greenville  plant 
purchased  only  one  percent  of  its 
greige  good  requirements  from  foreign 
sources. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  greige  broadwoven 
fabric  produced  at  the  Greenville,  S.C. 
plant  of  Burlington  Industries,  Inc. 
did  not  contribute  importantly  to  the 
decrease  in  sales  and  production  or  to 
the  total  or  partial  separations  of 
workers  engaged  in  producing  such 
cloth  at  that  plant. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
21st  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34653  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2138] 

BURLINGTON  INDUSTRIES,  INC,  TARBORO, 
N.C 

Nogotivo  Dotorminotion  Rogordlng  Eligibility 

To  Apply  for  Workor  Adjustmont  A<«i$tanco 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2138:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
June  13,  1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  June  13,  1977, 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  greige 
cloth  at  the  Tarboro  plant  of  Burling¬ 
ton  Industries,  Inc.,  Tarboro,  N.C. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  F^eral  Register  on 
June  24,  1977  (42  FR  32328).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Burling¬ 
ton  Industries,  Inc.,  its  customers,  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  the 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commi^ion, 
industry  analysts,  and  Department 
files. 
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In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

<l)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or.  pao-tially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  the 
other  criteria  have  been  met,  the  in¬ 
vestigation  revealed  that  the  fourth 
criterion  has  not  been  met. 

The  Department’s  investigation  re¬ 
vealed  that  a  survey  of  customers  rep¬ 
resenting  about  one-half  of  the  Tar- 
boro  plant’s  sales  indicated  that  most 
customers  have  purchased  greige 
fabric  exclusively  from  domestic 
sources.  Although  some  customers  did 
purchase  small  quantities  of  imported 
fabiic,  those  customers  also  increased 
purchases  from  Burlington. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  greige  broadwoven 
.  fabric  produced  at  the  Tarboro,  N.C., 
plant  of  Burlington  Industries,  Inc., 
did  not  contribute  importantly  to  the 
total  or  partial  separations  of  workers 
engaged  In  weaving  such  cloth  at  that 
plant. 

Signed  at  W’ashington,  D.C.,  this 
18th  day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grubert, 
Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 

(FR  Doc.  77-34654  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  ami 


[45ltf-28] 

tTA-W-22001 

BUTLER  MANUFACTURING  CO.,  BIRMINGHAM, 
ALA. 

Nagotiva  Detarmination  Ragording  Eligibility 
To  Apply  for  Workar  Adjuttmaiit  Attitfanco 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2200:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eliEdbility  to  apply  for 


worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
July  13,' 1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  July  13,  1977, 
which  was  filed  by  the  United  Steel¬ 
workers  of  America  on  behalf  of  work¬ 
ers  and  former  workers  producing  pre¬ 
engineered  buildings  at  the  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.,  plant  of  the  Butler  Manu¬ 
facturing  Co. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  2.  1977  (42  m  39157).  No 
public  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  Butler 
Manufacturing  Co.  and  the  United 
Steelworkers  of  America. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance.  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
'Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  ’That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actu^  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con- . 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any 
other  criteria  have  been  met,  criterion 
(1)  has  not  been  met. 

Evidence  developed  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  investigation  reveals  that  there 
have  been  no  involuntary  separations 
of  production  workers  from  employ¬ 
ment  at  the  Birmingham.  Ala.,  plant 
of  the  Butler  Manufacturing  Co.  from 
June  1,  1976,  one  year  prior  to  the  sig¬ 
nature  date  of  the  petition,  to  the  pre¬ 
sent. 


Conclusion 

It  is  concluded  that  a  significant 
number  or  proportion  of  the  workers 
in  such  workers’  firm  or  an  appropri¬ 
ate  subdivision  of  the  firm  have  not 
become  totally  or  partially  separated 
as  required  for  certification  imder  sec¬ 
tion  222  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  this 
21st  day  of  November  1977. 

James  P.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34655  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  ami 


[4510-281 

[TA-W-2123] 

BRUCE  DIAMOND  CORP.,  ATTLEBORO.  MASS. 

Nagativ*  Daiarminotion  Ragarding  Eligibility 
To  Apply  for  Workor  Adjustmont  AMittonco 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
T,A.-W-2123;  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
June  7,  1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  June  6.  1977, 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  phono¬ 
graph  needles  at  the  Attleboro,  Mass., 
plant  of  the  Bruce  Diamond  Corp. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  17.  1977  (42  PR  30936).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  Information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  the  Bruce  Diamond 
Corp. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actu^  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  Inportant 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any 
other  criteria  have  been  met,  criterion 
(2)  has  not  been  met. 

Evidence  developed  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  investigation  reveals  that  sales 
of  phonograph  needles  in  terms  of 
value,  at  the  Bruce  Diamond  Corp,  in¬ 
creased  37.5  percent  in  the  year 
ending  June  30.  1976,  compared  to  the 
year  ending  June  30.  1975,  and  in¬ 
creased  0.4  percent  in  the  year  ending 
June  30,  1977,  compared  to  the  year 
ending  June  30. 1976. 

Production  of  phonograph  needles 
in  terms  of  quantity  increased  81.4 
percent  in  1976  compared  to  1975  and 
increased  1.3  percent  in  the  period 
January-June  1977  compared  to  the 
same  time  period  of  1976. 
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Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  neither  sales  nor  production  at 
the  Bruce  Diamond  Corp.  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely  as  required  in  sec¬ 
tion  222  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this 
21st  day  of  November  1977. 

James  P.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34656  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 

[4510-281 

[TA-W-1876] 

FAD  MANUFACTURING  CO.,  SWOYERVILLE, 
PA. 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligibility 

To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-1876:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  23,  1977,  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  that  date 
which  was  filed  by  the  International 
Ladies’  Garment  Workers  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  ladies’  and  children’s  sports¬ 
wear  at  Fad  Manufacturing  Co., 
Swoyerville,  Pa. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  12.  1977  (42  FR  19171).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested,  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Fad  Man¬ 
ufacturing  Co.,  its  customers,  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  Commission,  indus¬ 
try  analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated: 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  Imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 


or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met,  crite¬ 
rion  (4)  has  not  been  met. 

The  Department’s  investigation  re¬ 
vealed  that  Fad  Manufacturing  Co. 
produced  ladies’  and  children’s  slacks 
and  children’s  skirts  on  a  contract 
basis  for  other  manufacturers. 

One  manufacturer  represented  100 
percent  of  Fad  Manufacturing’s  sales 
in  1975  and  73  percent  in  1976.  This 
manufacturer  does  not  purchase  im¬ 
ported  garments  or  contract  with  for¬ 
eign  firms.  Orders  with  Fad  were  re¬ 
duced  in  1976  and  orders  with  other 
domestic  contractors  were  increased. 
Sales  or  this  manufacturer  increased 
substantially  from  1975  to  1976. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  ladies’  and  chil¬ 
dren’s  slacks  and  children’s  skirts  pro¬ 
duced  by  Fad  Manufacturing  Co., 
Swoyerville,  Pa.,  did  not  contribute 
importantly  to  the  decline  in  sales  or 
production  or  separation  of  the  work¬ 
ers  of  that  firm.  The  petition  is  there¬ 
fore  denied. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
18th  day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grubert, 
Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 
[FR  Doc.  77-34657  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 

[4510-28] 

tTA-W-2073] 

FEDERAL  STEEL  AND  WIRE  CO.,  CLEVELAND, 
OHIO 

Corliftcatlon  Rogarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistonco 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2073:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
May  16,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  May  16,  1977 
which  was  filed  by  former  employees 
on  behalf  of  workers  and  former  work¬ 
ers  producing  track  nuts  and  bolts  at 
the  Cleveland,  Ohio,  plant  of  Federal 
Steel  &  Wire  Corp. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  24,  1977,  (42  FR  26481).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 


principally  from  officials  of  the  Feder¬ 
al  Steel  ds  Wire  Corp.,  its  customers, 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
the  U.S.  International  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion.  industry  analysts  and  Depart¬ 
ment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  'The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
all  four  criteria  have  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Average  employment  of  production 
workers  declined  25  percent  and  20 
percent,  respectively,  in  the  first  and 
second  quarters  of  1977  compared  to 
the  respective  previous  quarter.  Em- 
plojrment  of  production  workers 
ceased  as  of  July  8,  1977. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 

-  Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  of  track  bolts  and  nuts  in¬ 
creased  430  percent  in  the  last  6 
months  of  1976  compared  to  the  like 
period  in  1975.  Sales  of  track  bolts  and 
nuts  decrea.sed  54.5  percent  and  12.5 
percent,  respectively,  in  the  first  and 
second  quaiiers  of  1977  compared  to 
the  preceding  quarter.  Production  de¬ 
clined  63.6  percent  in  the  first  quarter 
of  1977  compared  to  the  preceding 
quarter. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  bolts  of  iron  or  steel  in¬ 
creased  in  1973  to  166.6  thousand 
pounds  from  157.3  thousand  pounds  in 
1972,  increased  again  in  1974  to  226.5 
thousand  poimds,  decreased  in  1975  to 
140.6  thousand  pounds,  then  increased 
in  1976  to  194.4  thousand  pounds.  In 
the  first  3  months  of  1977,  imports  in¬ 
creased  to  55.7  thousand  pounds  from 
45.2  thousand  pounds  in  the  same 
period  in  1976. 

The  ratio  of  imports  to  production 
of  bolts  of  iron  or  steel  decreased  to 
15.7  percent  in  1973  from  15.9  percent 
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in  1972,  then  increased  in  every  year 
thereafter,  reaching  a  high  of  68.6  per¬ 
cent  in  1976. 

Imports  of  nuts  of  iron  or  steel  in¬ 
creased  in  1973  to  215.5  thousand 
pounds  from  194.8  thousand  pounds  in 
1972,  increased  further  to  301.6  thou¬ 
sand  pounds  in  1974.  decreased  in  1975 
to  205.0  thousand  pounds  in  1975.  then 
increased  to  230.4  thousand  pounds  in 
1976.  Imports  in  the  1st  3  months  of 
1977  increased  to  60.3  thousand 
pounds  from  43.3  thousand  pounds  in 
the  same  period  in  1976. 

The  ratio  of  imports  to  production 
of  nuts  of  iron  or  steel  increased  in 
every  year  from  1972  through  1976, 
from  64.3  percent  in  1972  to  123  per¬ 
cent  in  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

The  Department  conducted  a  survey 
of  customers  accounting  for  over  65 
percent  of  Federal  Steel  &  Wire’s  sales 
in  1976  and  1977.  Several  of  these  cus¬ 
tomers  purchased  imports  or  indicated 
that  imports  do  have  an  influence  in 
the  market.  'Two  firms  have  switched 
purchases  in  part  or  in  whole  from  the 
subject  firm  and  switched  to  lower 
priced  imported  sources. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  the 
track  nuts  and  bolts  produced  at  the 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  plant  of  the  Federal 
Steel  &  Wire  Corp.  contributed  impor¬ 
tantly  to  the  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tions  of  workers  ast  the  plant.  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
act.  I  make  the  following  certification: 

All  workers  at  the  Cleveland,  Ohio,  plant 
of  the  Federal  Steel  &  Wire  Corp.  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  January  1.  1977  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  title  II,  chapter  2  of  the  'Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
21st  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

CFR  Doc.  77-34658  FUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-16341 

GENERAL  ELECTRIC  CO.,  SEMICONDUCTOR 
PRODUCTS  DEPARTMENT,  SYRACUSE,  N.Y. 

Datarminationt  Ragarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
far  Warkar  Adjuttmant  Atsistonca 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  'Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-1634:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222>of  the  Act. 


The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
February  5,  1977,  In  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  the  same 
date  which  was  filed  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
transistors,  diodes,  and  optoelectronic 
devices  at  the  Semiconductor  Products 
Department  (SPD)  of  the  Syracuse. 
N.Y.,  plant  of  the  General  Electric  Co. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  F^eral  Register  on 
March  4.  1977  (42  FR  12495).  No 
public  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
w'as  held. 

The  Information  upon  which  l,he  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials^ of  General 
Electric  Co.,  its  customers,  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  In¬ 
ternational  'Trade  Commission,  indus¬ 
try  analysts  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
'Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met; 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  of  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers'  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4>  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  ‘  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
all  four  criteria  have  been  met  with  re¬ 
spect  to  employees  producing  transis¬ 
tors  and  semiconductors.  The  investi¬ 
gation  further  revealed  that  criterion 
4  has  not  been  met  with  respect  to  em¬ 
ployees  producing  wafer  and  pellets. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Average  annual  employment  of  all 
workers  at  the  Syracuse,  N.Y.,  plant  of 
G.E.’s  SPD  declined  35.9  percent  from 
1974  to  1975  and  then  increased  0.1 
percent  from  1975  to  1976.  In  the  first 
6  months  of  1977,  employment  fell 
19.8  percent  compared  to  the  same 
period  in  1976.  Average  weekly  hours 
worked  declined  2.4  percent  from  1974 
to  1975  and  then  Increased  1.1  percent 
from  1975  to  1976.  Average  weekly 
hours  worked  declined  1.8  percent  in 
the  first  6  months  of  1977  compared  to 
the  first  6  months  of  1976. 

Labor  turnover  data  for  Syracuse 
SPD  shows  that  layoffs  occurred  in 
every  month  of  1976  and  the  January 


to  June  1977  period.  The  total  number 
of  layoffs  at  Syracuse  in  1976  equalled 
26  percent  of  average  annual  employ¬ 
ment.  In  the  first  6  months  of  1977, 
the  total  number  of  layoffs  equalled 
10  percent  of  average  employment  for 
that  period. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Total  net  sales  billed  to  the  Syra¬ 
cuse,  N.Y.,  plant  of  the  Semiconductor 
Products  Division  of  General  Electric 
Co.,  adjusted  to  1975  dollars,  de¬ 
creased  8  percent  from  1975  to  1976 
and  decreased  2  percent  in  the  first  6 
months  of  1977  compared  to  the  first  6 
months  of  1976. 

Net  sales  of  transistors  and  other  se¬ 
miconductors  billed  to  the  Syracuse 
plant,  adjusted  to  1975  dollars,  fell 
32.3  percent  from  1975  to  1976  and 
then  increased  4.4  percent  in  the  first 
6  months  of  1977  compared  to  the  first 
6  months  of  1976. 

The  Syracuse  plant  also  makes 
wafers  and  pellets,  a  component  of  a 
semiconductor. 

Net  sales  of  wafers  and  pellets  billed 
to  the  Syracuse  plant  of  SPD.  adjusted 
to  1975  dollars,  increased  89.9  percent 
from  1975  to  1976.  Sales  declined  19.2 
percent  in  the  fourth  quarter  of  1976 
and  then  declined  11.1  percent  in  the 
first  6  months  of  1977  compared  to  the 
same  period  of  the  previous  year. 

Increased  Imports 

U.S.  imports  of  transistors  in  value 
increased  from  $100.1  million  in  1972 
to  $160  million  in  1973  and  further  in¬ 
creased  to  $234  million  in  1974.  In 

1975.  transistor  imports  declined  to 
$136.9  million  before  increasing  to 
$150.8  million  in  1976.  Imports  in¬ 
creased  from  $64.4  millions  in  the  first 
6  months  of  1976  to  $80.5  million  in 
the  first  6  months  of  1977.  The  ratio 
of  imports  to  domestic  production 
(I.P.)  increased  from  1972  to  1973  and 
from  1973  to  1974  before  declining 
from  1974  to  1975  and  from  1975  to 

1976.  The  I.P.  ratio  fell  from  33.8  per¬ 
cent  in  1975  to  31.7  percent  in  1976. 

U.S.  imports  of  diodes,  rectifiers,  and 
related  semiconductor  devices  (includ¬ 
ing  thyristors)  in  value  increased  from 
$49.7  million  in  1972  to  $102  million  in 

1973  and  further  Increased  to  $126.4 
million  in  1974.  Imports  fell  to  $86.3 
million  in  1975  and  then  increased  to 
$147.5  million  in  1976.  Imports  in¬ 
creased  from  $70  million  in  the  first  6 
months  of  1976  to  $75.5  million  in  the 
first  6  months  of  1977.  The  ratio  of  im¬ 
ports  to  domestic  production  increased 
from  1972  to  1973  and  from  1973  to 

1974  before  declining  from  1974  to 

1975.  The  I.P.  ratio  increased  from 
10.3  percent  in  1975  to  15.2  percent  in 

1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

The  evidence  developed  during  the 
Department’s  investigation  revealed 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  4^  NO.  234— TUESDAY,  DECEMBER  6,  1977 


61662 


NOTICES 


that  since  the  early  1970’s  General 
Electric’s  Semiconductor  Products  De¬ 
partment  (SPD)  has  increasingly  con¬ 
centrated  the  labor  intensive  aspects 
of  its  signal  semiconductor  production 
in  its  offshore  facilities  in  Ireland  and 
Singapore.  GE  shifted  production  of 
signal  diodes  and  some  signal  transis¬ 
tors  to  offshore  facilities  in  the  1972 
to  1974  period.  In  September  and  No¬ 
vember,  1976,  respectively,  GE  trans¬ 
ferred  assembly  of  light  sensitive  and 
light  emitting  diodes  (LED’s)  and  cer¬ 
tain  other  signal  transistors  to  off¬ 
shore  facilities.  Company  imports  of 
transistors  and  semiconductors  in¬ 
creased  57.8  percent  from  1975  to  1976. 
The  percentage  of  the  value  of  GE 
SPD’s  total  transistors  sales  constitut¬ 
ed  by  devices  assembled  offshore  in¬ 
creased  from  70  percent  in  1975  to  78 
percent  in  1976.  The  percentage  of  the 
value  of  total  optoelectronic  devices 
sales  constituted  by  devices  assembled 
offshore  rose  from  71.8  percent  in  1975 
to  91.4  percent  in  1976. 

The  results  of  an  OTAA  survey  of 
GE  SPD’s  Syracuse  customers  reflect¬ 
ed  the  trend  of  domestic  manufactur¬ 
ers  to  assemble  semiconductors  off¬ 
shore  under  provisions  of  TSUSA  807. 
Several  customers  indicated  that  they 
had  decreased  purchases  of  transistors 
and  other  semiconductors  from  the 
Syracuse  plant,  while  increasing  pur¬ 
chases  either  directly  from  foreign 
sources  or  from  domestic  manufactur¬ 
ers  which  produced  offshore. 

Workers  at  the  Syracuse  plant  of 
GE  SPD  were  certified  eligible  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  tmder 
’Trade  Expansion  Act  of  1962  (TEA- 
W-255).  That  certification  expired  on 
March  11,  1977. 

The  evidence  developed  in  the  De¬ 
partment’s  investigation  further  re¬ 
vealed  that  GE  has  emphasized  capital 
intensive  operations,  including  wafer 
and  pellet  production,  in  its  domestic 
plants.  These  wafers  and  pellets  were 
produced  at  the  Syracue,  N.Y.,  plant 
and  then  shipped  to  GE’s  overseas 
plants  for  use  in  the  final  assembly  of 
signal  semiconductors.  Ninety-eight 
percent  of  the  wafers  and  pellets  pro¬ 
duced  at  Syracuse  were  exported  to 
either  the  Dundalk.  Ireland,  plant  or 
the  Singapore  plant.  Thus,  sales  of 
wafers  and  pellets  are  directly  corre¬ 
lated  to  company  imports.  Declines  in 
wafer  and  pellet  sales  in  the  first  six 
months  of  1977  were  not  due  to  in¬ 
creased  company  imports  of  semicon¬ 
ductors,  but  to  the  increasing  obsoles¬ 
cence  of  the  signal  semiconductors  in 
which  the  wafers  and  pellets  are  used. 

In  July  1977,  GE  shifted  wafer  and 
pellet  production  from  its  Syracuse, 
N.Y.,  plant  to  its  Auburn,  N.Y.,  plant 
where  SPD  has  additional  wafer  and 
pellet  processing  facilities. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation.  I  conclude 


that  increases  of  imports  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  tran¬ 
sistors  and  semiconductors  produced 
at  the  Semiconductor  Products  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Syracuse,  New  York 
plant  of  General  Electric  Company 
contributed  importantly  to  the  decline 
in  sales  and  to  the  total  or  partial  sep¬ 
arations  of  workers  at  the  plant.  In  ac- 
(xirdance  with  the  provision  of  the 
Act,  I  make  the  following  certification: 

All  workers  of  the  Semiconductor  Prod¬ 
ucts  Department  of  the  Syracuse.  New  York 
plant  of  General  Electric  Company  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  related  to  the  production  of 
transistors  and  other  semiconductors  oh  or 
after  March  11,  1977  are  eligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title  II, 
Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

I  further  conclude  that  increases  of 
imports  of  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  transistors  and  other  se¬ 
miconductors  did  not  contribute  im¬ 
portantly  to  the  decline  in  sales  and  to 
the  total  or  partial  separations  of 
workers  engaged  in  employment  relat¬ 
ed  to  the  production  of  wafers  and  pel¬ 
lets  at  the  Semiconductor  Products 
Department  of  the  Syracuse,  New 
York  plant  of  General  Electric  Compa¬ 
ny  as  required  for  certification  in  sec¬ 
tion  222  of  the  Act. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this 
21st  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.77-34659  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

tTA-W-2142] 

JIRAK  MACHINE  CO.,  INC.,  EAST  AURORA, 
N.Y. 

Nagotiv*  Datarminotion  Ragarding  Eligibility 
To  Apply  for  Werfcar  Adjuatmant  Assistonca 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2142:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
June  13,  1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  June  13,  1977, 
which  was  filed  by  three  workers  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  metal  stampings  at  Jirak 
Machine  Co.,  Inc.,  East  Aurora,  N.Y. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  24,  1977  (42  FR  32328).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Jirak  Ma¬ 
chine  Co.,  Inc.,  its  customers,  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  In¬ 


ternational  Trade  Commission,  indus¬ 
try  analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
’Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met. 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  of  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm,  or 
appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat,  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly’’  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Findings  of  the  Investigation 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met,  crite¬ 
rion  (3)  has  not  been  met.  The  evi¬ 
dence  developed  in  the  Department’s 
investigation  revealed  that  Jirak  Ma¬ 
chine  Co.  produced  television  picture 
tube  metal  stampings  for  another  com¬ 
pany.  Jirak  is  an  independent  firm 
that  neither  had  an  interest  in  nor  was 
owned  by  the  firm  for  which  it  pro¬ 
duced  metal  stampings. 

An  industry  survey  conducted  by  the 
Department  revealed  that  there  are  no 
known  imports  of  metal  stampings  for 
television  picture  tubes.  Although  im¬ 
ported  television  picture  tubes  incor¬ 
porate  metal  stampings  like  those  pro¬ 
duced  by  Jirak,  imports  of  the  whole 
product  are  not  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  the  component  parts. 
(See  United  Shoe  Workers  of  America 
V.  Bedell,  et  al,  506  F.2d  174  (1974).) 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  imports  of  metal  stampings  for 
television  picture  tubes  like  those  pro¬ 
duced  at  Jirak  Machine  Co.  have  not 
increased  as  required  under  Section 
222  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C..  this 
18th  day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grubert, 
Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 

tPR  Doc.  77-34660  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am) 
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[4510-28] 

[TA-W-18701 

JOEL  MANUFACTURING  CO.,  INC,  WILKES- 
BARRE,  PA. 

N*gativ«  Dstarminatlon  Regarding  Eligibility 
To  Apply  for  Workor  Adjuttmont  Atciitonco 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor  herein  presents  the  re¬ 
sults  of  TA-W-1870:  Investigation  re¬ 
garding  certification  of  eligibility  to 
apply  for  worker  adjustment  assis¬ 
tance  as  prescribed  in  section  222  of 
the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  23,  1977,  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  March  23. 
1977,  which  was  filed  by  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Ladies’  Garment  Worlcers’ 
Union  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  women’s 
and  misses’  dresses  at  Alan  Mfg.  No.  2 
located  in  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa.  The  inves¬ 
tigation  revealed  that  the  correct 
name  of  the  firm  is  Joel  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Co..  Inc. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  12,  1977  (42  FR  19176).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Joel  Man¬ 
ufacturing  Co.,  the  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  the  International  ’Trade 
Commission,  industry  analysts,  and 
Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance.  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab- 
soiutcly; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actu^  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  "contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met,  crite¬ 
rion  (2)  has  not  been  met. 

Joel  Manufacturing  produces 
women’s  smd  misses’  dresses.  Produc¬ 
tion  of  dresses  at  Joel  Mfg.  Co.  is  not 
separately  identifiable  from  produc¬ 
tion  at  a  sister  company,  Amy  Togs, 


Inc.  Production  of  dresses  at  the  two 
companies  increased  4.2  percent  in 
quantity  from  1974  to  1975,  and  8.8 
percent  from  1975  to  1976.  Production 
increased  37.1  percent  in  the  first  2 
months  of  1977  compared  to  the  first  2 
months  of  1976.  All  production  is  on  a 
contract  basis,  therefore  sales  equal 
production. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  neither  sales  nor  production  of 
women’s  and  misses’  dresses  at  Joel 
Manufacturing  Co.,  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa., 
has  decreased  as  required  for  certifica¬ 
tion  in  Section  222  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C„  this 
21st  day  of  November  1977. 

Jabies  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doc.  77-34661  Filed  12-5-77;  8;45  ami 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2212] 

M&E  SPORTSWEAR  INC.,  NEW  YORK,  N.Y. 

Nvgotiv*  Defcrmlnallon  Regarding  Eligibility 
To  Apply  for  Workor  Adjuttment  Atoiitonco 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor  herein  presents  the  re¬ 
sults  of  TA-W-2212:  Investigation  re¬ 
garding  certification  of  eligibility  to 
apply  for  worker  adjustment  assis¬ 
tance  as  prescribed  in  section  222  of 
the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
July  18,  1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  July  18.  1977, 
which  was  filed  by  three  workers  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  women’s  sportswear  at 
M&E  Sportswear,  Inc.,  New  York, 
N.Y.  The  investigation  revealed  that 
the  sportswear  produced  by  the  com¬ 
pany  under  contract  consist  of 
women’s  skirts  and  slacks. 

The  -notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  2.  1977  (42  FR  39156).  No 
public  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  the  U.S.  Internation¬ 
al  ’Trade  Commission,  the  National 
Cotton  Council  of  America,  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  M&E 
Sportswear,  Inc.,  and  its  customers,  in¬ 
dustry  analyst,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
’Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers'  fUm,  or 


an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
been  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actu^  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  'The  term  "contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met.  crite¬ 
rion  (4)  has  not  been /net. 

Evidence  developed  during  the 
course  of  the  Department’s  investiga¬ 
tion  revealed  that  the  manufacturer 
for  whom  M&E  Sportswear  produces 
most  of  its  work  under  contract  in¬ 
creased  purchases  from  M&E  Sports¬ 
wear  in  1976  compared  with  1975.  Pur¬ 
chases  by  this  manufacturer  from 
M&E  Sportswear  have  remained 
stable  in  the  first  half  of  1977  com¬ 
pared  with  the  first  half  of  1976.  The 
manufacturer  further  reported  an  in¬ 
crease  of  29  percent  in  sales  during 
July  1976  through  June  1977,  com¬ 
pared  with  the  period  July  1975 
through  June  1976.  No  foreign  con¬ 
tractors  are  utilized  by  this  manufac¬ 
turer.  This  stability  in  the  level  of  pur¬ 
chases  from  M&E  Sportswear  by  the 
manufacturer  is  reflected  in  the  em¬ 
ployment  of  workers  and  sales  by 
M&E  Sportswear  both  of  which  in¬ 
creased  in  the  first  half  of  1977,  com¬ 
pared  with  the  first  half  of  1976. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  this  investigation,  it  is  con¬ 
cluded  that  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  the  women’s 
skirts  and  slacks  produced  by  M&E 
Sportswear,  Inc.,  of  New  York,  N.Y. 
did  not  contribute  importantly  to  the 
total  or  partial  separations  of  the 
workers  at  that  plant  as  required  for  a 
certification  under  section  222  of  the 
'Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C..  this 
18th  day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grubert, 
Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 
(FR  Doc.  77-34662  FUed  12-5-77;  8;45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2306] 

D.  A.  MACPHERSON,  INC,  IRON  RIVER,  MICH. 

Nogotiv*  Datarminotion  Ragording  EligibHity 
To  Apply  far  Warkar  Adfutlmant  Aasistanca 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  ’Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
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of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2306:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
August  30,  1977  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  August  29, 
1977,  which  was  filed  by  three  workers 
on  behalf  of  workers  and  former  work¬ 
ers  rebuilding  Deutz  diesel  engines  at 
the  Iron  River,  Mich,  plant  of  D.  A. 
MacPherson,  Incor. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
September  20,  1977  (42  FR  47270).  No 
public  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
was  held. 

The  information  upon  w'hich  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  D.  A.  Mac¬ 
Pherson,  Inc.  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actu^  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  Impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

,  If  any  of  the  above  criteria  is  not 
satisfied,  a  negative  determination 
must  be  made. 

D.  A.  MacPherson,  Inc.  was  estab¬ 
lished  in  1954  by  Mr.  David  A.  Mac¬ 
Pherson  in  Iron  River,  Mich.  The  firm 
has  four  buildings  that  house  the  ma¬ 
chine  shop,  the  cleaning  shop,  the 
welding  shop,  and  administrative  of¬ 
fices.  D.  A.  MacPherson  rebuilds 
Deutz  diesel  engines  that  are  used  in 
subterranean  digging  and  tunneling 
where  low  emissions  of  exhaust  are  re¬ 
quired.  The  company  also  distributes 
and  services  steel  castings  and  wearing 
parts  for  excavating  operations,  but 
this  service  accounts  for  less  than  5 
percent  of  the  firm’s  business. 

D.  A.  MacPhersorf,  Inc.  of  Iron 
River,  Mich,  does  not  produce  an  arti¬ 
cle  within  the  meaning  of  section 
222(3)  of  the  Act  and  this  Department 
has  already  determined  that  the  per¬ 
formance  of  services  are  not  covered 
by  the  adjustment  assistance  program. 
See  Notice  of  Determination  in  Pan 


American  World  Airways,  Inc.  (TA-W- 
153,  40  FR  54639).  The  only  question 
in  this  case  is  whether  the  White  Pine 
Copper  Co.,  i.e.,  a  firm  which  produces 
an  article,  namely  refined  copper  and 
for  whom  the  services  is  provided,  can 
be  considered  the  “workers’  firm”.  The 
Department  has  also  previously  deter¬ 
mined  that  an  independent  firm  for 
which  such  services  are  provided 
cannot  be  considered  the  “workers’ 
firm.”.  See  Notice  of  Determination  in 
Nu-Car  Driveaway,  Inc.  (TA-W-393,  41 
FR  12749). 

D.  A.  MacPherson,  Inc.  conducts 
business  with  several  firms  through¬ 
out  the  United  States  and  Canada.  A 
large  portion  of  this  firm’s  business  in 
conducted  with  the  White  Pine 
Copper  Co.  There  are  no  contractual 
relationships  betweeen  D,  A.  MacPher¬ 
son,  Inc.  and  the  White  Pine  Copper 
Co.  or  smy  other  customer.  All  work  is 
performed  on  a  custom  basis. 

D,  A.  MacPherson.  Inc.  has  no  cap¬ 
ital  or  financial  investment  in  the 
White  Pine  Copper  Co.  or  in  any  other 
customer.  Similarly,  neither  the  White 
Pine  Copper  Co.  nor  any  other  cus¬ 
tomer  has  a  capital  or  financial  invest¬ 
ment  in  D.  A.  MacPherson,  Inc.  All  fa¬ 
cilities  and  equipment  of  D.  A.  Mac¬ 
Pherson,  Inc.  are  owned  by  the  firm 
itself. 

All  workers  who  rebuild  Deutz  diesel 
engines  for  D.  A.  MacPherson.  Inc.  are 
employed  by  D.  A.  MacPherson,  Inc, 
All  personnel  action  and  payroll  trans¬ 
actions  are  controlled  by  D.  A.  Mac¬ 
Pherson,  Inc.  Workers  are  not  at  any 
time  under  employment  or  superv’lsion 
of  the  White  Pine  Copper  Co.  or  any 
other  customer. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  issues 
and  facts  involved,  I  have  determined 
that  services  of  the  kind  provided  by 
D.  A.  MacPherson,  Inc.  of  Iron  River, 
Mich,  are  not  “articles”  within  the 
meaning  of  Section  222(3)  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974,  and  that  the  White 
Pine  Copper  Co,  cannot  be  considered 
the  “workers’  firm”.  The  petition  for 
trade  adjustment  assistance  is,  there¬ 
fore,  denied. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this 
18th  day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grubert, 
Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 

[FR  Doc.77-34663  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am) 

[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2314] 

TOM  MORA  MASON  AND  CARPENTER 
CONTRAaORS  NORTH  HALEDON,  N.J. 

Nagotfvc  Doformination  Regarding  Eligibility 

To  Apply  for  Werkar  Adjuttmant  Attittanca 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 


of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2314:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
October  4,  1977  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  September 
29,  1977  which  was  filed  by  three 
workers  and  former  w’orkers  of  Tom 
Mora  Mason  and  Carpenter  Contrac¬ 
tors  North  Haledon,  N.J. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Sep¬ 
tember  20,  1977  (42  FR  47271).  No 
public  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
was  held. 

The  Information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Tom  Mora 
Contractors,  Allied  Textile  Printers, 
and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  of  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actu^  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  'That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production. 

Tom  Mora  Contractors  act  as  a  gen¬ 
eral  contractor  building,  replacing  and 
repairing  masonry  and  carpentry 
structures  within  the  facilities  of 
Allied  Textile  Printers  Corp.,  Pater¬ 
son,  N.J. 

Tom  Mora  Contractors  phased  out 
operations  beginning  February  1977 
when  Allied  Textile  Printers  closed. 
All  workers  were  terminated  by 
August  1977. 

Tom  Mora  Contractors  employed  ap¬ 
proximately  5  workers.  The  workers 
were  paid  by  Tom  Mora  Contractors. 
All  of  the  workers  were  under  the  su¬ 
pervision  of  the  Tom  Mora  Contrac¬ 
tors  who  was  responsible  for  all  per¬ 
sonnel  actions.  Tom  Mora  Contractors’ 
function  was  solely  to  provide  mason¬ 
ry  and  carpentry  building  and  mainte¬ 
nance  under  contract  to  Allied  Textile 
Printers.  Tom  Mora  Contractor  did 
not  produce  any  articles. 

There  is  no  corporate  relationship 
between  Tom  Mora  Contractors  and 
Allied  Textile  Printers. 

The  Department  of  Labor  has  previ¬ 
ously  determined  that  the  perfor¬ 
mance  of  services  is  not  included 
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within  the  term  “articles”  as  used  in 
section  222(3)  of  the  Act.  See  Notice  of 
Negative  Determination  in  Pan  Ameri¬ 
can  World  Airways,  Inc.  (TA-W-153: 
40  FR  54639). 

Tom  Mora  Contractors  provide  the 
service  of  masonry  and  carpentry 
skills  on  a  contract  basis  for  Allied 
Textile  Printers  Corp.  Tom  Mora  Con¬ 
tractors  was  not  involved  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  an  article  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  section  222(3)  of  the  Act. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  issues,  I 
have  determined  that  the  services  pro¬ 
vided  by  Tom  Mora  Mason  and  Car¬ 
penter  Contractors  are  not  articles 
within  the  meaning  of  Section  222(3) 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  and  that  the 
workers  should  therefore  be  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this 
18th  day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grubert, 
Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 

(FR  Doc.  77-34664  Filed  12-5-77:  8:45  ami 


[4510-28] 

CTA-W-2046] 

MORGAN  SHIRT  CO.,  MORGANTOWN,  W.  VA. 

CcrtificotMii  Rtgording  Eligibility  To  Apply  Tor 
Workor  Adjustmont  Ascittonco 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2046:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
May  3.  1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  May  2,  1977, 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  and  Textile  Workers  of 
America  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  men’s  and 
ladies’  shirts  at  Morgan  Shirt  Co., 
Morgantown,  W.  Va. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  20,  1977  (42  FR  25941).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Morgan 
Shirt  Co.,  its  customers,  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Inter¬ 
national  Trade  Commission,  industry 
analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 


an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated: 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  Department’s  investigation  re¬ 
vealed  that  all  of  the  above  criteria 
have  been  met  for  Morgan  Shirt  Co. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Average  employment  of  production 
workers  increased  15  percent  from 
1975  to  1976.  Employment  declined  4 
percent  in  the  last  quarter  of  1976 
compared  to  the  last  quarter  of  1975 
and  declined  19  percent  in  the  first 
five  months  of  1977  compared  to  the 
like  period  of  1976. 

Sales.  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  of  men’s  and  ladies’  shirts  in¬ 
creased  32  percent  in  value  from  1975 
to  1976.  Sales  declined  10  percent  in 
the  last  quarter  of  1976  compared  to 
the  last  quarter  of  1975.  Sales  declined 
19  percent  in  the  first  five  months  of 
1977  compared  to  the  like  period  of 
1976. 

Production  of  men’s  and  ladies’ 
shirts  increased  25  percent  in  quantity 
from  1975  to  1976.  Production  declined 
2  percent  in  the  last  quarter  of  1976 
compared  to  the  last  quarter  of  1975. 
Production  declined  19  percent  in  the 
first  five  months  of  1977  compared  to 
the  like  period  of  1976. 

Data  could  not  be  broken  out  for 
men’s  or  ladies’  shirts  separately. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  women’s,  misses’,  and 
children’s  blouses  and  shirts  (knit  and 
woven),  increased  absolutely  from 
1972  to  1973  and  increased  absolutely 
and  relative  to  domestic  production  in 
each  year  from  1973  through  1976.  Im¬ 
ports  increased  16  percent  from  1975 
to  1976  and  then  declined  6  percent  in 
the  first  six  months  of  1977  compared 
to  the  first  6  months  of  1976.  The 
ratios  of  imports  to  domestic  produc¬ 
tion  and  consumption  increas^  from 
70.4  percent  and  41.3  percent,  respec¬ 
tively,  in  1975  to  74.8  percent  and  42.8 
percent,  respectively,  in  1976. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  woven 
dress,  business,  sport  and  uniform 
shirts  declined  absolutely  and  relative 
to  domestic  production  from  1972  to 


1973.  Imports  then  increased  absolute¬ 
ly  and  relatively  in  each  year  from 
1973  through  1976.  Imports  increased 
57  percent  from  1975  to  1976  and  de¬ 
clined  1  percent  in  the  first  6  months 
of  1977  compared  to  the  first  6  months 
of  1976.  The  ratios  of  imports  to  do¬ 
mestic  production  and  consumption  in¬ 
creased  from  36.8  percent  and  27.9  per¬ 
cent,  respectively,  in  1975  to  53.9  per¬ 
cent  and  35.9  percent,  respectively,  in 
1976. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  knit 
sport  and  dress  shirts  increased  abso¬ 
lutely  from  1972  to  1973,  declined 
from  1973  to  1974,  and  then  increased 
from  1974  to  1975  and  from  1975  to 
1976.  Imports  Increased  12  percent 
from  1975  to  1976  and  then  declined  2 
percent  in  the  first  6  months  of  1977 
compared  to  the  first  6  months  of 
1976.  The  ratios  of  imports  to  domes¬ 
tic  production  and  consumption  de¬ 
clined  from  22.9  percent  and  18.6  per¬ 
cent,  respectively,  in  1975  to  22.6  per¬ 
cent  and  18.4  percent,  respectively,  in 
1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Morgan  Shirt  Co,  produced  men’s 
and  ladies’  shirts  on  a  contractual 
basis  for  apparel  manufacturers. 
Orders  are  received  through  a  compa¬ 
ny  sales  office.  Raritan  Shirt,  located 
in  New  York  City. 

During  the  course  of  the  investiga¬ 
tion,  apparel  manufacturers  (custom¬ 
ers  of  Morgan  Shirt)  were  surveyed  by 
OTAA.  One  of  the  apparel  manufac¬ 
turers  responding  to  the  survey  pur¬ 
chased  imported  shirts.  The  manufac¬ 
turer  reduced  orders  with  Morgan  and 
increased  purchases  of  imports  in  1976 
compared  to  1975.  Apparel  manufac¬ 
turers  respresenting  10  percent  of 
Morgan’s  sales  in  1976  have  subse¬ 
quently  gone  out  of  business. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  ladies’  shirts 
have  captured  an  increasing  share  of 
the  domestic  market,  as  evidenced  by 
the  significant  import/domestic  pro¬ 
duction  and  consumption  ratios.  A 
survey  of  major  retail  clothing  stores 
(customers  of  apparel  manufacturers) 
was  conducted  by  OTAA.  The  survey 
revealed  that,  in  general,  retail  estab¬ 
lishments  were  substituting  purchases 
of  men’s  and  ladies’  shirts  manufac¬ 
tured  offshore  in  place  of  domestically 
manufactured  shirts.  Imported  shirts 
have  gained  increasing  popularity  with 
consumers  due  to  price  and  quality 
competitiveness. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  men’s  and  ladies' 
shirt  produced  at  Morgan  Shirt  Co.. 
Morgantown.  W.  Va.  contributed  im¬ 
portantly  to  the  decline  in  sales  and 
production  and  the  total  or  partial 
separation  of  the  workers  of  the  plant. 
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NOTICES 


In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Act,  I  make  the  following  certifica¬ 
tion: 

All  workers  at  Morgan  Shirt  Co.,  Morgan¬ 
town,  W.  Va.,  arid  the  company  sales  office, 
Raritan  Shirt,  New  York,  N.Y.,  who  became 
totally  or  partially  separated  from  employ¬ 
ment  on  or  after  October  1,  1976,  are  eligi¬ 
ble  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  II,  Chapter  2,  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
18th  day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grubert, 
Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 

IFR  Doc.  77-34665  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-24851 

MURTHA  ENTERPRISES,  BEACON  FALLS, 
CONN. 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligibility 
Ta  Apply  for  Worker  Adjuetment  Attistance 

In  ar^erdance  with  section  223  of 
the  T;ade  Act  of  1974,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  i^bor  herein  presents  the  re¬ 
sults  of  TA-W-2485:  Investigation  re¬ 
garding  certification  of  eligibility  to 
apply  for  worker  adjustment  assis¬ 
tance  as  prescribed  in  section  222  of 
the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
October  19,  1977,  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  October  7, 
1977,  which  was  filed  by  three  workers 
on  behalf  of  workers  and  former  work¬ 
ers  engaged  in  warehousing  operations 
at  Murtha  Enterprises,  Beacon  Palls, 
Conn. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  No¬ 
vember  4,  1977  (42  FR  57775).  No 
public  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Murtha 
Enterprises  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  Issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  'That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 


threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

If  any  of  the  above  criteria  is  not 
satisfied,  a  negative  determination 
must  be  made. 

Murtha  Enterprises  is  a  privately 
owned  company  involved  in  the  oper¬ 
ation  of  a  public  warehouse.  It  has  no 
corporate  affiliation  with  the  firms 
which  it  services.  This  warehouse  han¬ 
dles  various  products  for  local  indus¬ 
tries  on  a  contract  basis.  Murtha  En¬ 
terprises  is  not  involved  in  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  any  product(s)  and  all  of  its 
employees  are  engaged  exclusively  in 
warehousing  operations. 

Murtha  Enterprises  does  not  pro¬ 
duce  an  article  w'ithin  the  meaning  of 
section  222(3)  of  the  Act  and  this  De¬ 
partment  has  already  determined  that 
the  performance  of  services  are  not 
covered  by  the  adjustment  assistance 
program:  see  Notice  of  Determination 
in  Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc. 
(TA-W-153,  40  FR  54639).  Murtha  En¬ 
terprises  performed  a  service;  ware¬ 
housing  operations. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  issues,  I 
have  determined  that  services  of  the 
kind  provided  by  Murtha  Enterprises, 
Beacon  Falls,  Conn.,  are  not  “articles” 
within  the  meaning  of  section  222(3) 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.  Therefore, 
the  petition  for  trade  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  is  denied. 

Signed  at  Washingrton,  D.C.,  this 
18th  day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grubert, 
Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 

(PR  Doc.  77-34666  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  ami 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2177] 

P.  A  L.  SPORTSWEAR,  INC.,  EAST  BOSTON, 
MASS. 

Nogativa  Datarminatlen  Rogarding  Eligibility 

To  Apply  for  Werkar  Adjustmant  Aisistanca 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor  herein  presents  the  re¬ 
sults  of  TA-W-2177;  Investigation  re¬ 
garding  certification  of  eligibility  to 
apply  for  worker  adjustment  assis¬ 
tance  as  prescribed  in  section  222  of 
the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
June  26,  1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  June  26,  1977, 
which  was  filed  by  workers  on  behalf 
of  workers  and  former  workers  pro¬ 
ducing  women’s  sportswear  at  P.  de  L. 
Sportswear,  Inc.,  East  Boston,  Mass. 
The  sportswear  produced  consists  en¬ 
tirely  of  women’s  slacks. 


The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
July  12,  1977  (42  FR  35904).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  Commission,  the 
National  Cotton  Council  of  America, 
P.  <&  L.  Sportswear,  Inc.,  industry  ana¬ 
lysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  fiiTn  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated: 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  "contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met,  crite¬ 
rion  (2)  has  not  been  met. 

Evidence  developed  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  investigation  reveals  that  sales 
and  production  of  women’s  slacks  pro¬ 
duced  under  contract  by  P.  «S5  L. 
Sportswear,  Inc.,  in  terms  of  current 
dollars  Increased  47.1  percent  in  1975 
compared  with  1974,  increased  56.6 
percent  in  1976  compared  with  1975 
and  increased  68.9  percent  in  the  first 
half  of  1977  compared  with  the  first 
half  of  1976. 

Because  of  the  integrated  nature  of 
production  between  P.  &  L.  Sports¬ 
wear’s  East  Boston  and  Brighton, 
Mass.,  plants,  the  above  referred  to 
sales  and  production  represent  total 
company  sales  and  production. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  it  is  con¬ 
cluded  that  sales  and  production  of 
women’s  slacks  produced  at  the  East 
Boston,  Mass,  plant  of  P.  &  L.  Sports¬ 
wear,  Inc.,  have  not  declined  as  re¬ 
quired  for  a  certification  under  section 
222  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 
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Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this 
21st  day  of  November  1977. 

James  P,  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 
[FR  Doc.  77-34667  Filed  12-5-77;  8.45  ami 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2178] 

P.  a  L.  SPORTSWEAR,  INC.,  BRIGHTON,  MASS. 

Nsflativ*  Daterminafion  Regarding  Eligibility 
To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjuttment  At»i(tan«e 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974.  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor  herein  presents  the  re¬ 
sults  of  TA-W-2178;  Investigation  re¬ 
garding  certification  of  eligibility  to 
apply  for  worker  adjustment  assis¬ 
tance  as  prescribed  in  section  222  of 
the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
June  26,  1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  June  26.  1977, 
which  was  filed  by  workers  on  behalf 
of  workers  and  former  workers  pro¬ 
ducing  women’s  sportswear  at  P.  &  L. 
Sportswear,  Inc.,  Brighton,  Mass.  The 
sportswear  produced  consists  entirely 
of  women’s  slacks. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
July  12.  1977  (42  FR  35904).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  n.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  Commission,  the 
National  Cotton  Council  of  America, 
P.  &  L.  Sportswear.  Inc.,  industry  ana¬ 
lysts.  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
’Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sates 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
that  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met.  crite¬ 
rion  (2)  has  not  been  met. 


Evidence  developed  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  investigation  revealed  that 
sales  and  production  of  women’s  slacks 
produced  under  contract  by  P.  &  L. 
Sportswear,  Inc.,  in  terms  of  current 
dollars  increased  47.1  percent  in  1975 
compared  with  1974,  increased  56.6 
percent  in  1976  compared  with  1975 
and  increased  68.9  percent  in  the  first 
half  of  1977  compared  with  the  first 
half  of  1976. 

Because  of  the  integrated  nature  of 
production  between  P.  &  L.  Sports¬ 
wear’s  East  Boston  and  Brighton. 
Mass,  plants,  the  above  referred  to 
sales  and  production  represent  total 
company  sales  and  production. 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  it  is  con¬ 
cluded  that  sales  and  production  of 
women’s  slacks  produced  at  the  Brigh¬ 
ton,  Mass,  plant  of  P.  &  L.  Sportswear, 
Inc.,  have  not  declined  as  required  for 
a  certification  under  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
21st  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doc.  77-34668  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2173] 

PROXIMITY  PRINT  WORKS  PLANT,  CONE  MILLS 
CORP.,  GREENSBORO,  N.C 

Nagotiv*  Datarmination  Regarding  Eligibility 

To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjuatmont  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  'Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2173:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
June  27,  1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  June  24.  1977, 
which  was  filed  by  the  Machine  Print¬ 
ers  and  Engravers  Association  of  the 
United  States  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  dyed 
and  printed  fabric  at  the  FToximity 
Print  Works  plant  of  Cone  Mills  Corp., 
Greensboro.  N.C. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  iii  the  Federal  Register  on 
July  12.  1977  (42  FR  35904).  No  public 
hearing  w'as  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Proximity 
Print  Works,  its  customers,  the  U.S. 
Department  qf  Commerce,  the  U.S.  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  Commission,  indus¬ 
try  analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 


sistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
’Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdi\islon  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely: 

(3)  'Iliat  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  hi  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met,  crite¬ 
rion  (4)  has  not  been  met. 

Cone  Mills  Corp.  was  organized  in 
1895.  Proximity  IMnt  Works,  a  plant 
of  cone  Mills,  was  a  commissioned 
printing  plant  which  performed  finish¬ 
ing  operations  (dyeing  and  printing) 
on  cotton  and  cotton  blend  fabrics. 
Proximity  permanently  shut  down  in 
June  1977, 

The  petition  received  by  the  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance  al¬ 
leges  that  increased  imports  of  apparel 
adversely  affected  production  and 'em¬ 
ployment  at  Proximity  Print  Works. 
In  discussing  the  term  “like  or  directly 
competitive”  as  used  in  the  ’Trade  Act 
of  1974,  the  House  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  noted  that,  under  the 
Trade  Expansion  Act  of  1962,  the 
courts  concluded  that  imported  fin¬ 
ished  articles  are  not  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  domestic  component 
parts  (see:  United  Shoe  Workers  of 
America  v.  Bedell,  et  oL,  506  F.  2d  174, 
1974).  In  that  case,  the  court  held  that 
imported  finished  women’s  shoes  were 
not  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
shoe  counters. 

Similarly,  imported  wearing  apparel 
cannot  be  considered  to  be  like  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  with  printed  or  fin¬ 
ished  fabric.  Imports  of  printed  or  fin¬ 
ished  fabric  must  be  considered  in  de¬ 
termining  import  injury  to  workers 
producing  printed  or  finished  fabric. 

During  the  five  year  period  from 
1972  through  1976  imports  of  finished 
fabric  (dyed,  printed,  flocked)  declined 
from  450  million  square  yards  to  410 
million  square  yards.  At  no  time 
during  this  period  did  imports  amount 
to  more  than  2.2  percent  of  domestic 
production. 

From  1973  through  1976  U.S.  ex¬ 
ports  of  finished  fabric  were  greater 
than  U.S.  Imports,  with  exports  ex¬ 
ceeding  imports  by  30  percent  in  1976. 
Imports  declined  38  percent  from  232 
million  square  yards  during  January- 
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June  1977  to  144  million  square  yards 
during  January-June  1976.  Compared 
to  the  previous  quarter,  imports  of  fin¬ 
ished  fabric  declined  during  four  con¬ 
secutive  quarters  from  the  first  quar¬ 
ter  of  1976  through  the  first  quarter 
of  1977. 

The  customers  of  Proximity  Print 
Works  who  were  surveyed  stated  that 
they  do  not  purchase  imported  dyed 
or  printed  fabric  nor  do  they  operate 
plants  which  dye  or  print  fabric  out¬ 
side  of  the  United  States. 

The  textile  dyeing  and  printing  in¬ 
dustry  is  generally  regarded  as  capital 
intensive,  due  to  the  highly  mecha¬ 
nized  nature  of  the  industrial  process. 
Foreign  production  costs  are  not  sub¬ 
stantially  lower  than  domestic  costs  in 
the  finishing  of  fabric.  Due  to  the 
short  delivery  time  which  is  essential 
between  converters  and  apparel  firms, 
it  is  not  economic  to  commission  for¬ 
eign  firms  to  dye  or  print  fabric.  The 
delivery  time  between  U.S.  converters 
and  foreign  commission  printers  would 
be  much  longer  than  the  delivery  time 
between  converters  and  domestic  com¬ 
mission  printers. 

A  major  factor  which  has  led  to  a 
general  decline  in  the  commission 
printing  market  area  is  the  vertical  in¬ 
tegration  of  textile  manufacturers. 
There  has  been  a  long-term  trend 
toward  printing  and  dyeing  being  per¬ 
formed  by  vertically  integrated  textile 
mills  instead  of  by  commission  print¬ 
ers  working  for  converters. 

During  the  past  few  years,  a  number 
of  commission  printers  have  closed 
due  to  the  strict  pollution  controls 
which  have  been  set  by  government 
agencies  to  try  to  reduce  the  environ¬ 
mental  damage  which  has  resulted 
from  finishing  operations.  These  com¬ 
mission  printing  plants  have  been 
unable  to  make  the  heavy  capital  in¬ 
vestments  necessary  to  meet  the  pollu¬ 
tion  control  standards. 

The  customers  of  Proximity  Print 
Works  who  were  surveyed  stated  that 
they  do  not  purchase  imported  dyed 
or  printed  fabric  nor  do  they  operate 
plants  which  dye  or  print  fabric  out¬ 
side  of  the  United  States. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  imports  of  articles  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  finished  fabric  pro¬ 
duced  at  the  Proximity  Print  Works 
plant  of  Cone  Mills  Corp.,  Greensboro, 
N.C.,  did  not  contribute  importantly  to 
the  decline  in  sales  or  production  of 
the  firm  or  to  the  total  or  partial  sepa¬ 
rations  of  workers  of  that  firm  as  re¬ 
quired  for  certification  under  section 
222  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 


NOTICES 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
18th  day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grubert, 
Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 
[FR  Doe.77-34669  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2417] 

SERSTEL  CORP.,  PIUSBURGH,  PA. 

Nagotiva  Datarminatlon  Regarding  Eligibility 
To  Apply  for  Workor  Adjustmont  Atiittanco 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2417:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
October  4,  1977,  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  September 
29,  1977,  which  was  filed  by  the  Labor¬ 
ers’  Union  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  of  the  Serstel  Corp. 
who  were  hired  to  rebuild  coke  oven  at 
the  Lackawana,  N.Y,,  plant  of  the 
Bethlehem  Steel  Corp. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Oc¬ 
tober  14,  1977  (42  FR  55317).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  Ser¬ 
stel  Corp.,  the  Laborers’  Union,  and 
Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
Quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  Serstel  Corp.  works  as  a  general 
contractor  for  the  steel  industry  in  the 
installation,  replacement  and  rebuild¬ 
ing  of  refractories  in  high  temperature 
steel  making  vessels  such  as  coke 
ovens  and  blast  furnaces.  Refractories 
are  the  brick  linings  in  the  furnaces. 


The  petitioners  were  hired  for  the 
purpose  of  rebuilding  a  coke  oven  at 
the  Lackawana,  N.Y.,  plant  of  the 
Bethlehem  Steel  Corp.  Serstel’s  fimc- 
tion  was  solely  to  organize,  supervise 
and  administer  a  labor  force  which 
was  engaged  in  the  rebuilding  of  the 
coke  oven  utilizing  materials  and  de¬ 
signs  provided  by  the  Bethlehem  Steel 
Corp. 

There  is  no  corporate  relationship 
between  the  Serstel  Corp.  and  the 
Bethlehem  Steel  Corp. 

The  Department  of  Labor  has  previ¬ 
ously  determined  that  the  perfor¬ 
mance  of  services  is  not  included 
within  the  term  “articles”  as  used  in 
section  222(3)  of  the  Act.  See  notice  of 
negative  determination  in  Pan  Ameri¬ 
can  World  Airways,  Inc.  (TA-W-153; 
40  FR  54639). 

The  Serstel  Corp.  provides  the  ser¬ 
vice  of  organizing,  supervising  and  ad¬ 
ministering  a  labor  force  on  a  contract 
basis  for  steel  producers.  The  Serstel 
Corp.  was  not  involved  in  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  an  article  within  the  meaning 
of  section  222(3)  of  the  Act. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  issues,  I 
have  determined  that  the  services  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  Serstel  Corp.  are  not  arti¬ 
cles  witliin  the  meaning  of  section 
222(3)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  and 
that  the  workers  should  therefore  be 
denied  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjust¬ 
ment  assistance. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
21st  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34670  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2231] 

V-M  CORP.,  BENTON  HARBOR,  MICH. 

Certification  Rogarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Workor  Adjustmont  Aoittanco 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2231:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
July  26.  1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  July  25,  1977, 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  record 
changers  at  V-M  Corp.,  Benton 
Harbor,  Mich. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  F’ederal  Register  on 
August  9,  1977  (42  FR,  40287).  No 
public  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
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principally  from  officials  of  V-M 
Corp.,  its  customers,  the  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Interna¬ 
tional  Trade  Commission,  industry  an¬ 
alysts.  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance.  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof.'  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production:  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  ‘‘contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
all  four  of  the  above  criteria  have  been 
met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Workers  at  V-M  Corp.  were  previ¬ 
ously  certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  on  August  29. 
1975  (see  TA-W-71).  That  certification 
expired  on  August  29.  1977.  The  V-M 
Corp.  closed  on  July  14.  1977.  and  filed 
for  bankruptcy  on  July  18.  1977.  Sev¬ 
eral  workers  were  retained  by  the 
trustee  In  bankruptcy  to  gather  infor¬ 
mation  and  maintain  the  assets.  Three 
of  these  workers  were  still  employed 
by  the  trustee  after  August  29.  1977. 
when  the  previous  certification  ex¬ 
pired.  however,  these  workers  wdll  be 
separated  when  the  bankruptcy  is  set¬ 
tled.  These  separations  will  thus  be  a 
direct  result  of  the  closure  of  the  V-M 
Corp. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

All  production  at  V-M  Corp.  was  ter¬ 
minated  when  the  plant  closed  on  July 
14.  1977. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  turntables  and  record 
changers  increased  from  6,679.3  thou¬ 
sand  units  in  1972  to  6,922.3  thousand 
units  in  1973.  Imports  declined  to 
6.883  thousand  units  in  1974  and  de¬ 
clined  again  to  4,262.9  thousand  units 
in  1975.  In  1976  imports  increased  to 
6.843.2  thousand  units  and  Increased 
again  from  3,588.8  thousand  units  in 
the  first  ha.lf  of  1976  to  4,051.8  thou¬ 
sand  units  in  the  first  half  of  1977. 


The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  of  record  changers  increased 
from  1,084.4  percent  in  1975  to  1,231 
percent  in  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Increased  imports  of  turntables  and 
record  changers  contributed  to  the  clo¬ 
sure  of  the  V-M  Corp.  and  separation 
of  workers  from  that  plant  on  July  14, 
1977.  Since  that  time  the  trustee  in 
bankruptcy  has  employed  certain 
workers  in  administrative  functions  at 
V-M.  Three  of  these  workers  were  em¬ 
ployed  past  August  29.  1977,  when  the 
previous  certification  expired.  These 
workers  will  be  separated  when  the 
bankruptcy  is  settled.  These  separa¬ 
tions  will  thus  be  a  direct  result  of  the 
closure  of  the  V-M  Corp. 

Conclusion 

Since  the  trustee  in  bankruptcy,  as 
the  successor  in  interest  to  V-M  Corp., 
may  be  considered  a  single  firm  with 
the  V-M  Corp.,  and  “since  the  condi¬ 
tions  which  led  to  the  prior  certifica¬ 
tion  continues  to  be  met,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with 
record  changers  produced  by  the  V-M 
Corp.  contributed  importantly  to  the 
separations  and  threatened  separa¬ 
tions  of  the  workers  employed  by  the 
trustee  in  bankruptcy  of  the  V-M 
Corp.  In  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 1  make 
the  following  certification; 

The  following  identified  employees  of  V- 
M  Corp.,  who  become  totally  or  partially 
separated  from  employment  on  or  after 
August  29,  1977,  are  certified  eligible  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title 
II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

1.  Warren  M.  Damon,  Social  Security  No. 
376-18-2769. 

2.  Ingrid  Eisner,  Social  Security  No.  374- 
40-7691. 

3.  Carl  E.  Zirk.  Social  Security  No.  376-44- 
0040. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C..  this 
21st  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F,  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management. 

Administration,  and  Planning. 

IFR  Doc.  77-34671  Piled  12-5-77;  8;45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2033] 

WALWORTH  CO.,  LINDEN,  N.J.  ' 

Negativ*  Oeterminatien  Regarding  Eligibility 
To  Apply  for  Werfcar  Adjuitmant  Attirtanca 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2033:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  26,  1977  in  response  to  a' worker 


petition  received  on  April  25.  1977 
which  was  filed  by  the  International 
Union  of  Electrical  Workers  on  behalf 
of  workers  and  former  workers  pro¬ 
ducing  stainless  steel  valves  at  the 
Linden.  New  Jersey  plant  of  Walworth 
Co. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  10.  1977  (42  FR  23655).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Walworth 
Co.,  its  customers,  the  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Interna¬ 
tional  Trade  Commission,  industry  an¬ 
alysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(D  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers'  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
been  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  'The  term  ‘‘contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met,  crite¬ 
rion  (4)  has  not  been  met. 

Evidence  developed  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  investigation  revealed  that  four 
out  of  five  of  the  customers  of  Wal¬ 
worth  Co.  contacted,  which  account 
for  about  23  percent  of  Walworth  Co.'s 
sales  in  1976.  purchased  no  imported 
stainless  steel  valves.  Customers  stated 
that  they  purchased  valves  from  Wal¬ 
worth  because  of  superior  quality  and 
reliability.  One  customer  accounting 
for  approximately  30  percent  of  Wal¬ 
worth  Co.’s  1976  sales  stated  that  al¬ 
though  it  did  import  such  products, 
imports  constituted  less  that  one  per¬ 
cent  of  its  total  purchases  in  1976  and 
less  than  2.2  percent  of  the  value  of 
purchases  from  the  Walworth  Compa¬ 
ny  in  the  same  year.  This  firm  howev¬ 
er  indicated  that  its  purchases  from 
the  Walworth  Company  in  1976  in¬ 
creased  10.3  percent  over  that  of  1975. 

^  Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  direct- 
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ly  competitive  with  stainless  steel 
valves  produced  at  the  Linden,  New 
Jersey  plant  of  Walworth  Company 
did  not  contribute  importantly  to  the 
toral  or  partial  separations  of  the 
workers  at  the  plant  as  required  for 
certification  under  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  21st 
day  of  November  1977. 

James  P.  Taylor, 
Director.  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34672  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2034] 

WALWORTH  CO.,  ELIZABETH,  N.J. 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligibility 
To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistorvco 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2034:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  26,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  April  25,  1977 
which  was  filed  by  the  International 
Union  of  Electrical  Workers  on  behalf 
of  workers  and  former  workers  pro¬ 
ducing  stainless  steel  castings  at  the 
Elizabeth,  N.J.  plant  of  Walworth  Co. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  P^eral  Register  on 
May  10.  1977  (42  FR  23655).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Walworth 
Co.,  its  customers,  the  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Conunerce,  the  U.S.  Interna¬ 
tional  Trade  Commission,  industry  an¬ 
alysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 


portantly’’  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met,  crite¬ 
rion  (4)  has  not  been  met. 

Evidence  developed  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  investigation  revealed  that  the 
Elizabeth,  N.J.  foundry  of  Walworth 
Co.  produces  metal  casting  to  be  used 
in  the  production  of  stainless  steel 
valves  at  Walworth’s  Linden.  N.J. 
plant.  Although  some  of  the  castings 
produced  at  the  foundry  are  sold  to 
outside  firms  occasionally,  about  90 
percent  are  shipped  directly  to  the 
company’s  plant  in  Linden.  Thus  the 
company’s  foundry  at  Elizabeth  pro¬ 
duces  castings  in  an  integrated  produc¬ 
tion  process  with  the  company’s  plant 
in  Linden.  The  final  product  is  stain¬ 
less  steel  valves. 

The  customers  of  Walworth  Co.  sur¬ 
veyed  indicated  that  imports  did  not 
affect  their  purchases  of  stainless  steel 
valves  in  the  relative  time  period.  Four 
out  of  five  of  the  customers  contacted, 
which  accounted  for  about  23  percent 
of  Walworth  Co.’s  sales  in  1976,  re¬ 
sponded  that  they  purchased  no  im¬ 
ported  stainless  steel  valves.  One  cus¬ 
tomer,  accounting  for  approximately 
30  percent  of  Walworth  Co.’s  sales 
stated  that  although  it  did  import 
such  products,  imports  constituted  less 
than  one  percent  of  its  total  purchases 
in  1976  and  less  than  2.2  percent  of 
the  value  of  purchases  from  Walw’orth 
Co.  in  the  same  year.  This  firm,  how¬ 
ever  indicated  that  its  purchases  from 
the  Walworth  Company  -in  1976  in¬ 
creased  10.3  percent  over  that  of  1975. 

Conclusion 

After  a  careful  review  of  the  facts 
obtained  in  the  investigation  I  con¬ 
clude  that  increases  of  imports  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  stainless 
steel  valves  produced  at  the  Elizabeth. 
N.J,  plant  of  the  Walworth  Co.,  did 
not  contribute  importantly  to  the 
total  or  partial  separations  of  the 
workers  as  required  for  certification 
under  section  222  of  the  'Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
21st  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doc.  77-34673  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

Offk*  of  the  Socratory 

[TA-W-2228] 

AIRCO  SPEER  ELECTRONICS,  BRADFORD,  PA. 

Datarminotions  Regarding  Eligibility  T#  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjutlment  AssUlance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 


of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2228;  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
July  26,  1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  July  22,  1977, 
which  was  filed  by  the  International 
Union  of  Electrical.  Radio  and  Ma¬ 
chine  Workers.  AFI^-CIO,  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
carbon  composition  resistors  and 
shielded  coils  at  the  Bradford,  Pa. 
plant  of  Airco  Speer  Electronics.  The 
investigation  revealed  that  workers  at 
the  Bradford  plant  also  work  on 
carbon  film  resistors  and  JM  capaci¬ 
tors. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  F^eral  Register  on 
August  9,  1977  (42  FR  40287).  No 
public  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  w’as  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Airco 
Speer  Electronics,  its  customers,  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  the 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission, 
industry  analysis,  and  Department 
files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met. 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actu^  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  the 
other  criteria  have  been  met,  the  in¬ 
vestigation  revealed  that  the  second 
criterion  has  not  been  met  with  re¬ 
spect  to  workers  engaged  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  JM  capacitors.  The  investi¬ 
gation  revealed  that  all  four  criteria 
have  been  met  with  respect  to  workers 
engaged  in  the  production  of  fixed 
carbon  composition  resistors  and  with 
respect  to  workers  engaged  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  fixed  carbon  film  resistors 
at  that  plant. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separation 

The  average  number  of  workers  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  production  of  carbon 
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composition  resistors  at  the  Bradford 
plant  declined  58.9  percent  in  1976 
compared  to  1975,  and  further  de¬ 
clined  77.1  percent  in  the  first  6 
months  of  1977  compared  to  the  same 
period  of  1976. 

The  average  number  of  workers  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  production  of  carbon  film 
resistors  at  the  Bradford  plant  de¬ 
clined  41.7  percent  from  1975  to  1976 
and  declined  6.7  percent  in  the  first  6 
months  of  1977  compared  to  the  first  6 
months  of  1976. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

The  Bradford  plant  produced  com¬ 
pleted  carbon  composition  resistors 
until  February  1976,  when  the  major 
portion  of  production  was  shifted  to  a 
company  plant  in  Singapore.  Produc¬ 
tion  of  complete  carbon  composition 
resistors  fell  64  percent  from  1974  to 

1975  and  then  increased  41  percent  in 
the  first  2  months  of  1976  compared  to 
the  first  2  months  of  1975. 

Currently,  both  carbon  film  resistors 
and  carbon  composition  resistors  are 
not  completely  produced  at  the  Brad¬ 
ford  plant.  Workers  at  the  Bradford 
plant  perform  the  final  stage  oC  pro¬ 
duction  including  process  engineering, 
packing  distribution  and  other  sup¬ 
porting  operations  on  carbon  fiim  re¬ 
sistors  and  carbon  composition  resis¬ 
tors  that  the  company  imports  from 
its  facility  in  Singapore  and  from 
Japan. 

Production  activity  at  Bradford  on 
both  carbon  composition  resistors  and 
carbon  film  resistors  is  reflected  in 
data  on  the  numbers  processed  at  the 
plant.  This  data  was  available  from 
September  1975  to  September  1977. 
The  number  of  carbon  composition  re¬ 
sistors  processed  at  Bradford  declined 
46.6  percent  in  the  first  9  months  of 
1977  compared  to  the  first  9  months  of 
1976.  The  number  of  carbon  film  resis¬ 
tors  processed  at  the  Bradford  plant 
increased  11.4  percent  in  the  first  nine 
months  of  1977  compared  to  the  first  9 
months  of  1976.  The  numbers  pro¬ 
cessed  declined  56.3  percent  in  the 
third  quarter  of  1977  compared  to  the 
same  period  in  1976. 

Plant  sales  of  JM  capacitors  in¬ 
creased  in  quantity  23.9  percent  in 

1976  compared  to  1975  and  further  in¬ 
creased  12.4  percent  in  the  first  6 
months  of  1977  compared  to  the  same 
period  of  1976.  Plant  production  of  JM 
capacitors  increased  in  quantity  47.8 
percent  in  1976  compared  to  1975,  and 
further  increased  30.5  percent  in  the 
first  6  months  of  1977  compared  to  the 
same  period  of  1976. 

Increased  Ibcports 

U.S.  imports  of  fixed  composition  re¬ 
sistors  increased  steadily  from  473.5 
million  units  in  1972  to  1416.8  million 
units  in  1974.  Imports  then  decreased 
to  1401.5  million  units  in  1975,  before 


increasing  again  to  1754.0  million  units 
in  1976.  Imports  also  increased  from 
812.6  million  units  in  the  first  6 
months  of  1976  to  1502.7  million  units 
in  the  same  period  of  1977.  The  ratio 
of  imports  to  domestic  production  (1/ 
P)  increased  in  each  year  from  13.6 
percent  in  1972  to  49.5  percent  in  1975 
before  declining  to  46.5  percent  in 

1976.  In  the  first  6  months  of  1977  the 
IP  ratio  rose  to  85.9  percent  from  45.2 
percent  in  the  same  period  in  1976. 

U.S.  imports  of  fixed  film  resistors 
increased  from  744.7  million  units  in 
1972  to  1146.2  miUion  units  in  1973 
and  to  1769.6  million  units  in  1974 
before  declining  to  709.6  million  units 
in  1975.  In  1976,  imports  rose  to  2319.9 
million  units.  In  the  first  6  months  of 

1977,  imports  increased  to  1100.3  mil¬ 
lion  units  from  981.2  million  units  in 
the  first  6  months  of  1976.  The  ratio 
of  imports  to  domestic  production  in¬ 
creased  from  66.3  percent  in  1972  to 
87.5  percent  in  1974  before  declining 
to  62.8  percent  in  1975.  In  1976,  the  1/ 
P  ratio  increased  to  171.0  percent.  In 
the  first  6  months  of  1977,  the  IP  ratio 
declined  to  128.4  percent  from  151.9 
percent  in  the  first  6  months  of  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

The  evidence  developed  during  the 
Department’s  investigation  revealed 
that  the  Bradford  plant  produced  the 
entire  carbon  composition  resistor 
until  February  1976,  when  the  major 
portion  of  production  was  shifted  to 
an  Airco  plant  in  Singapore.  Company 
imports  of  carbon  composition  resis¬ 
tors  increased  59  percent  from  1975  to 
1976  and  29.1  percent  in  the  first  6 
months  of  1977  compared  to  the  first  6 
months  of  1976.  Since  February  1976, 
production  activity  on  carbon  composi¬ 
tion  resistors  at  Bradford  has  consist¬ 
ed  of  final  processing,  packaging,  and 
shipping.  However,  these  functions  are 
also  being  shifted  by  Airco  to  its  Sin¬ 
gapore  facility.  Consequently,  produc¬ 
tion  activity  in  terms  of  the  numbers 
processed  at  Bradford  and  employ¬ 
ment  related  to  that  processing  has 
declined  in  1977  when  compared  to 
like  periods  in  1976. 

The  evidence  further  revealed  that 
with  respect  to  carbon  film  resistors 
the  Bradford  plant  performs  the  final 
stage  of  production  and  packaging  and 
shipping  operations  on  resistors  im¬ 
ported  by  Airco  from  its  facility  in 
Singapore  and  from  Japan.  Airco  is 
also  transferring  the  final  processing 
and  packaging  for  carbon  film  resis¬ 
tors  offshore  in  1977.  As  a  result,  the 
number  of  carbon  film  resistors  pro¬ 
cessed  at  the  Bradford  plant  declined 
in  the  third  quarter  of  1977  compared 
to  the  third  quarter  of  1976  and  the 
number  of  employees  engaged  in 
carbon  film  resistor  production  de¬ 
clined  from  1975  to  1976  and  in  the 
first  6  months  of  1977  compared  to  the 
first  6  months  of  1976. 


Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  sales  or  production  of  JM  capaci¬ 
tors  ^  've  not  decreased  absolutely  as 
rec  ed  in  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974. 

I  further  conclude  that  increases  of 
imports  like  or  directly  competitive 
with  fixed  carbon  composition  resis¬ 
tors  and  fixed  carbon  film  resistors 
produced  at  the  Bradford,  Pa.  plant  of 
Airco  Speer  Electronics  contributed 
importantly  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
and  to  the  total  or  partial  separation 
of  workers  producing  such  articles  at 
that  plant. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Act.  I  make  the  following  certifica¬ 
tion; 

All  workers  at  the  Bradford.  Pa.  plant  of 
Airco  Speer  Electronics  engaged  in  employ¬ 
ment  related  to  the  production  of  fixed 
carbon  composition  resistors  or  carbon  film 
resistors  who  became  totally  or  partially 
separated  on  or  after  August  25,  1977  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  this 
30th  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34882  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-  2147  and  2240] 

AMERICAN  riNISH  A  CHEMICAL  CO.,  INC, 
CHELSEA,  MASS. 

Negotiva  Dafarminotion  Ragarding  Eligibility 
To  Apply  for  Workar  Adjustmant  Assittonca 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-  2147  and  2240:  Investigations 
regarding  certification  of  eligibility  to 
apply  for  worker  adjustment  assis¬ 
tance  as  prescribed  in  section  222  of 
the  Act. 

The  investigations  were  initiated  on 
June  14,  1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  June  13,  1977, 
which  was  filed  by  former  employees 
producing  adhesives,  cleaners,  finish¬ 
ers,  and  softeners  at  the  American 
Finish  &  Chemical  Co..  Inc.,  Chelsea. 
Mass. 

The  address  of  the  plant  cited  in  the 
petition  is  1012  Broadway,  Chelsea, 
Mass.  The  Department  subsequently 
expanded  the  investigation  to  include 
a  second  plant  of  the  American  Finish 
&  Chemical  Co.  at  960  Broadway. 
Chelsea.  Mass.  (TA-W-2240). 

The  notices  of  investigation  were 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  24.  1977  (42  FR  32326),  and 
August  23.  1977  (42  FR  42397).  No 
public  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
was  held. 
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The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
terminations  were  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Finish  &  Chemical  Co.,  Inc.,  its 
customers,  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  the  U.S.  International 
Trade  Commission,  industry  analysts, 
and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 

such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely;  . 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  terms  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met,  crite¬ 
rion  (4)  has  not  been  met. 

The  Department  conducted  an  inves¬ 
tigation  of  a  representative  sample  of 
customers  of  the  American  Finish  & 
Chemical  Co.  None  of  these  firms  indi¬ 
cated  that  it  purchased  any  products 
similar  to  those  produced  by  the  sub¬ 
ject  firm. 

This  finding  is  consistent  with  the 
import  statistics  for  adhesives,  the 
principal  product  of  American  Finish 
&  Chemical  Co.  Aggregate  imports 
have  been  negligible  in  each  year  from 
1972  through  1976  and  again  in  the 
first  6  months  of  1977.  Imports  of  ad¬ 
hesives  have  accounted  for  1.3  percent 
or  less  of  the  total  U.S.  consumption 
of  such  products  in  each  period  from 
1972  through  June  1977. 

American  Finish  ds  Chemical  Co.  has 
traditionally  produced  adhesives  for 
use  in  the  domestic  shoe  manufactur¬ 
ing  industry.  The  demise  of  the  do¬ 
mestic  shoe  manufacturing  industry  is 
the  primary  cause  of  sales,  production, 
and  employment  declines  at  the  two 
Chelsea  plants  of  American  Finish  & 
Chemical  Co. 

The  petition  alleges  that  the  adhe¬ 
sive  industry  has  been  hurt  by  shoe 
imports.  In  discussing  the  term  “like 
or  directly  competitive’’  as  used  in  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974,  the  House  Ways 
and  Means  Committee,  noted  that 
under  the  Trade  Expansion  Act  of 
1962,  the  courts  concluded  that  im¬ 
ported  finished  articles  are  not  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  domestic 
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components  parts  thereof.  United 
Shoe  Workers  of  America  v.  Bedell,  et 
al.,  506  F.  2d  174  (1974).  (S.  Kept.  93- 
1298,  93d  Cong.,  2d  Sess.,  1974,  p.  122.) 
In  that  case,  the  court  held  that  im¬ 
ported  finished  women’s  shoes  were 
not  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
shoe  counters. 

Similarily,  imported  shoes  cannot  be 
considered  to  be  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  adhesives.  Imports  of  ad¬ 
hesives  alone  must  be  considered  in 
determining  import  injury  to  w’orkers 
at  the  Chelsea.  Mass.,  plant. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  adhe¬ 
sives.  softeners,  finishers,  and  cleaners 
produced  at  the  two  Chelsea,  Mass., 
plants  of  the  American  Finish 
Chemical  Co.  did  not  contribute  im¬ 
portantly  to  the  total  or  partial  sepa¬ 
ration  of  workers  at  those  plants  as  re¬ 
quired  for  certification  under  section 
222  of  the  ’Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
25th  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management,  . 

Administration,  and  Planning. 

tFR  Doc.  77-34883  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  ami 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2093] 

ANN  MARIE  SPORTSWEAR,  LYNN,  MASS. 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligibility 
To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment  Astittonca 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2093:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
May  24,  1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  May  23,  1977, 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing 
women’s  sportswear  at  the  Ann  Marie 
Sportswear,  Lynn,  Mass. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  3.  1977  (42  FR  28633).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Ann  Marie 
Sportswear,  its  customers,  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Inter¬ 
national  Trade  Commission,  industry 
analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance.  each  of  the  group  eligibility 


requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met. 

(1)  Th  at  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decrea-scd  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separation.s,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met,  crite¬ 
rion  (4)  has  not  been  met. 

The  Department’s  investigation  re¬ 
vealed  that  Ann  Marie  Sportswear 
sews  on  a  contract  basis  for  other 
manufacturers.  An  OTAA  investiga¬ 
tion  revealed  that  manufacturers  that 
contract  with  Ann  Marie  did  not 
switch  contracts  from  Ann  Marie  to 
offshore  contractors  and  the  total 
sales  of  these  manufacturers  have  in¬ 
creased. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  women’s  sports¬ 
wear  produced  by  Ann  Marie  Sports¬ 
wear,  Lynn,  Mass.,  did  not  contribute 
importantly  to  the  decline  in  sales  or 
production  or  to  the  total  or  partial 
separation  of  the  workers  of  that  firm. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this 
25th  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doc.  77-34884  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-1615] 

ANNA  AND  WILLIAN  BERMAN,  SOUTH  RIVER, 
NJ. 

Nogotivo  Dotorminoticn  Rogording  Eligibility 

To  Apply  for  Workoi  Adjustmont  AMiktonco 

In  su:cordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-1615:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  31,  1977,  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  January 
20,  1977,  which  was  filed  on  behalf  of 
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workers  and  former  workers  producing 
ladies’  slacks  at  Anna  and  William 
Berman.  South  River,  N.J, 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  F’edsral  Register  on 
February  15.  1977  (42  FR  9237).  No 
public  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Anna  and 
William  Berman,  its  manufacturer, 
the  National  Cotton  Council  of  Amer¬ 
ica,  the  U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  the  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission,  industry  analysts,  and 
Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the  firm  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met,  crite¬ 
rion  (4)  has  not  been  met. 

Evidence  developed  during  the  De¬ 
partment’s  investigation  revealed  that 
Anna  and  William  Berman  is  a  con¬ 
tractor  for  ladies’  slacks  for  only  one 
manufacturer.  This  manufacturer  de¬ 
creased  orders  with  Anna  And  William 
Berman  and  increased  orders  with 
other  domestic  contractors  in  1976 
compared  to  1975.  This  manufacturer 
does  not  purchase  imported  ladies’ 
slacks  or  use  foreign  contractors. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  ladies’ 
slacks  produced  by  Anna  and  William 
Berman,  South  River,  N.J.,  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  the  decline 
in  production  and  to  the  total  or  par¬ 
tial  separations  of  the  workers  at  that 
plant  as  required  in  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C„  this 
25th  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

CFR  Doc.  77-34885  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2186] 

APPLiKAY  TEXTILE  PROCESS  CORP.,  PASSAIC, 
N.J. 

N«9ativ«  D«t*rinination  Regarding  Eligibility 
to  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment  At»i»tance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2186;  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
July  5,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  July  1,  1977  which 
was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated  Cloth¬ 
ing  and  Textile  Workers  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  printed  fabric  at  Applikay 
Textile  Process  Corp.,  Passaic,  N.J. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
July  15.  1977  (42  FR  36513).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Applikay 
Textile  Process  Corp.,  its  converters, 
manufacturers  who  were  customers  of 
that  converter,  the  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  International 
'Trade  Commission,  industry  analysts, 
and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated: 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  Imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separation,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly’’  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met,  crite¬ 
rion  (4)  has  not  been  met. 

The  Department’s  investigation  re¬ 
vealed  that  Applikay  Textile  Process 
Corp.  prints  and  finishes  fabric  on 
order  from  converters.  Converters, 
who  are  customers  of  Applikay,  do  not 
purchase  any  imported  fabric.  Manu¬ 
facturers,  who  are  customers  of  the 
converters,  were  also  surveyed.  Only 


one  of  those  manufac.’irers  pnrci,  jsed 
imported  fabric;  import  pu  chases  by 
that  manufactur^er  were  on-  percent 
of  his  total  fabric  purchases,  and  re¬ 
mained  constant  during  the  relevant 
time  period. 

The  petition  alleges  that  the  textile 
industry  has  been  hurt  by  imports.  In¬ 
dustry  spokesmen  and  converters  (cus¬ 
tomers  of  printers)  agree  that  imports 
of  apparel  have  been  a  factor  in  re¬ 
duced  business  with  printers.  Import¬ 
ed  wearing  apparel  cannot  be  consid¬ 
ered  to  be  like  or  directly  competitive 
with  printed  fabric.  Imports  of  all 
types  of  finished  fabric  must  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  determining  import  injury 
to  workers  producing  printed  fabric  at 
Applikay. 

Aggregate  imports  of  finished  fabric, 
which  includes  dyed  cotton  broadwo- 
ven,  dyed  man-made  broadwoven,  dyed 
cotton  knit,  dyed  man-made  knit, 
cotton  broadwoven  printcloth,  man¬ 
made  woven  printed,  flocked  cotton 
and  flocked  man-made,  declined  abso¬ 
lutely  from  1972  to  1973  and  from 
1973  to  1974  and  increased  from  1974 
to  1975,  Imports  increased  20  percent 
from  1975  to  1976. 

Imports  of  finished  fabric  declined 
in  each  quarter  of  1976  compared  to 
the  respective  previous  quarters  and 
declined  38  percent  in  the  first  half  of 
1977  compared  to  the  first  half  of 
1976. 

The  ratios  of  imports  to  domestic 
production  and  consumption  reached 
a  peak  in  the  most  recent  five  year 
period  at  2.2  percent  in  1972.  Since 
1972  the  ratios  have  been  2  percent  or 
less. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation.  I  conclude 
that  imports  of  articles  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  printed  fabric  pro¬ 
duced  at  Applikay  Textile  Process 
Corp.,  Passaic.  N.J.  have  not  contribut¬ 
ed  importantly  to  the  decline  in  sales 
or  production  of  the  firm  or  to  the 
total  or  partial  separations  of  workers 
at  that  firm  as  required  for  certifica¬ 
tion  under  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
23rd  day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grubert, 
Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34886  FUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-1.424] 

ARMCO  STEEL  CORP.,  MARION  WORKS, 
MARION,  OHIO 

Torminotion  of  Invostigatien 

Pursuant  to  section  221  of  the  ’Trade 
Act  of  1974,  an  investigation  was  initi- 
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ated  on  December  15,  1976  In  response 
to  a  worker  petition  received  on  that 
date  which  was  filed  by  the  United 
Steelworkers  of  America  on  December 
3,  1976  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  carbon  steel 
rebars,  angles  and  flats  at  Armco  Steel 
Corp.,  Marion  Works,  Marion.  Ohio. 

Notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Jan¬ 
uary  4.  1977  (42  FR*  869).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  petitioner  in  this  case.  United 
Steelworkers  of  America,  requested 
withdrawal  of  such  petition  on  Octo¬ 
ber  31,  1977,  citing  a  previously  filed 
petition  and  determination  on  behalf 
of  the  same  workers  (TA-W-1,455). 
Therefore,  a  new  investigation  would 
serv'e  no  purpose;  consequently,  the  in¬ 
vestigation  has  been  terminated. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
29th  day  of  November  1977. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

(FR  Doc  77  34887  Piled  12-5-77;  8;45  am] 

[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2148,  TA-W-2243] 

ARTHUR  RICHARDS,  LTD.,  ENZEL-ARTHUR 

RICHARDS.  E.A.R.  PANTS  MFG.  CORP.,  NEW 

YORK,  N.Y. 

Oetermination  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjuttmenf  Actitlonce 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2148.  TA-W-2243:  Investiga¬ 

tions  regarding  certification  of  eligibil¬ 
ity  to  apply  for  worker  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  as  prescribed  in  section  222  of 
the  Act. 

The  investigations  were  initiated  on 
June  13,  1977,  in  response  to  worker 
petitions  received  on  June  11,  1977, 
which  were  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  and  Textile  Workers  Union 
on  behalf  of  w^orkers  and  former  work¬ 
ers  producing  men’s  suits,  sportcoats, 
and  trousers.  TA-W-2243  w'as  expand¬ 
ed  to  include  E.A.R.  Pants  Mfg.  Corp., 
New  York,  N.Y.,  formerly  a  division  of 
Elnaei-Arthur  Richards. 

The  notices  of  investigation  were 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  24.  1977  (42  FR  32326)  and 
August  23.  1977  (42  FR  42397).  No 
public  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
w^as  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  m^e  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Arthur 
Richards,  Ltd.,  its  customers,  the  E)e- 
partment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Inter¬ 
national  Trade  Commission,  industry 
analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 


eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance.  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers'  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the  firm  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated: 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  Imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  Department’s  investigation  re¬ 
vealed  that  all  four  criteria  have  been 
met  for  Arthur  Richards,  Ltd.,  and 
E.A.R.  Pants  Mfg.  Corp.  and  that  cri¬ 
terion  (1)  has  not  been  met  for  Enzel- 
Arthur  Richards  (coat  and  vest  divi¬ 
sions). 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  at  Arthur  Richards,  Ltd.,  de¬ 
clined  by  24  percent  in  the  first  6 
months  of  1977  compared  to  the  first  6 
months  of  1976.  The  average  number 
of  production  workers  at  E.A.R.  Pants 
Mfg.  Corp.  declined  by  30  percent  in 
the  first  quarter  of  1977  compared  to 
the  first  quarter  of  1976  and  then 
closed  permanently  in  April  1977.  The 
average  number  of  production  w  orkers 
at  Enzel- Arthur  Richards  (coat  divi¬ 
sion)  increased  by  16  percent  from 
1975  to  1976  and  increased  by  3  per¬ 
cent  in  the  first  quarter  of  1977  com¬ 
pared  to  the  first  quarter  of  1976.  The 
average  number  of  productions  work¬ 
ers  at  Enzel- Arthur  Richards  (suit  vest 
division)  increased  by  49  percent  from 
1975  to  1976  and  increased  by  36  per¬ 
cent  in  the  first  quarter  of  1977  com¬ 
pared  to  the  first  quarter  of  1976. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolxttely 

Arthur  Richards,  Ltd.,  sells  all  prod¬ 
ucts  produced  by  itself,  Enzel-Arthur 
Richards  and  E.A.R.  Pants  Mfg.  Corp. 
Sales  by  Arthur  Richards.  Ltd.,  in 
terms  of  value  increased  by  35.3  per¬ 
cent  from  1975  to  1976  and  then  de¬ 
clined  by  17.1  percent  in  the  first  five  ' 
months  of  1977  compared  to  the  first 
five  months  of  1976. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  tailored 
suits  have  Increased  absolutely  and 
relatively  compared  to  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  each  year  from  1973  through 


1976.  Imports  increased  from  2,013 
thousand  units  in  1973  to  3,562  thou¬ 
sand  units  in  1976.  Imports  increased 
from  1,773  thoasand  units  in  the  first 
six  months  of  1976  to  2,400  thousand 
units  in  the  first  six  months  of  1977. 
The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  increased  from  10.1  percent  in 
1973  to  20  percent  in  1976. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  sport¬ 
coats  increased  absolutely  and  rela¬ 
tively  compared  to  domestic  produc¬ 
tion  each  year  (except  1974)  from  1973 
through  1976.  Imports  increased  from 
5,380  thousand  units  in  1973  to  6,965 
thousand  units  in  1976.  Imports  in¬ 
creased  from  2,567  thousand  units  in 
the  first  six  months  of  1977  to  3,537 
thousand  units  in  the  first  six  months 
of  1976.  The  ratio  of  imports  to  domes¬ 
tic  production  increased  from  19.3  per¬ 
cent  in  1973  to  32.4  percent  in  1976. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  trousers 
increased  absolutely  and  relatively 
compared  to  domestic  production  in 
1975  and  1976.  Imports  increased  from 
39,816  thousand  units  in  1974  to  73,209 
thousand  units  in  1976.  The  ratio  of 
imports  to  domestic  production  in¬ 
creased  from  18.2  percent  in  1974  to 
41.9  percent  in  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Imports  of  men’s  suits,  sportcoats, 
and  trousers  in  recent  years  have 
shown  an  almost  unbroken  upward 
trend.  The  ratio  of  imports  to  produc¬ 
tion  for  suits,  sportcoats,  and  trousers 
has  increased  by  101  percent,  130  per¬ 
cent,  and  75  percent  respectively  be¬ 
tween  1972  and  1976. 

The  customer  survey  conducted 
shows  that  a  larger  proportion  of 
many  retailers’  stock  of  men’s  clothing 
is  manufactured  by  foreign  producers 
and  that  some  customers  of  Arthur 
Richards  reported  decreased  pur¬ 
chases  of  its  men’s  suits,  sportcoats 
and  trousers  and  increased  purchases 
of  imported  men’s  tailored  clothing. 

It  is  therefore  concluded  that  in¬ 
creased  imports  of  articles  like  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  with  men’s  clothing 
produced  by  Arthur  Richards.  Ltd., 
and  E.A.R.  Pants  Mfg.  Corp.  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  decline  in 
sales  or  production  of  those  products 
and  to  the  total  or  partial  separation 
of  the  workers  at  those  firms. 

Conclusions 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation.  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  suits  and  trousers 
produced  by  Arthur  Richards,  Ltd., 
and  E.A.R.  Pants  Mfg.  Corp.  contrib¬ 
uted  importantly  to  the  total  or  par¬ 
tial  separation  of  the  workers  of  that 
plant.  In  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Act,  I  make  the  following 
certification: 

All  hourly,  piecework,  and  salaried  work¬ 
ers  at  Arthur  Richards,  Ltd.,  and  E.A.R.' 
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Panto  Mlg.  Corp.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  who 
beeame  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  afttf  December  1,  1976, 
are  eligU>le  to  aptriy  for  adjustment  assls- 
tanoe  under  Title  li.  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974. 

I  further  conclude  that  a  significant 
number  or  proportion  of  the  workers 
at  Enzel-Arthiu*  Richards  (coat  and 
vest  divisions).  New  York,  N.Y.,  have 
not  become  totally  or  partially  sepa¬ 
rated  as  required  under  section  222  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
25th  day  of  November  1977. 

James  P.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.77-34888  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

TA-W-17051 

BELMONT  MANUFAaURING  CO., 
PHILADELPHIA,  PA. 

Negative  Detennination  Regarding  Eligibility 
To  Apply  for  Worker  Ad{«i*tinent  As>ittanca 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-1705:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  3,  1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  February  28,  1977, 
which  was  filed  by  the  International 
Ladles’  Garment  Workers  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  women’s  blouses  at  the  Bel¬ 
mont  Manufacturing  Co.,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  11,  1977  (42  PR  13628).  No 
public  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the'  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  Bel¬ 
mont  Manufacturing  Co.,  its  custom¬ 
ers,  the  U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  the  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission,  industry  analysts,  and 
Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 


division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  pn^uctlon;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  Impmto  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  w 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any 
other  criteria  have  been  met,  criterion 
(4)  has  not  been  met. 

The  Department’s  investigation  re¬ 
vealed  that  Belmont  Manufacturing 
Co.  is  a  women’s  blouse  contractor 
which  performs  work  for  several  man¬ 
ufacturers.  A  survey  of  manufacturers 
accounting  for  approximately  80  per¬ 
cent  of  Belmont’s  contract  work  indi¬ 
cated  that  they  do  not  import  women’s 
blouses  or  use  foreign  contractors. 

Manufacturers  surveyed  increased 
contracts  with  Belmont  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Co.  in  1976  compared  to  1975.  Ad¬ 
justed  sales  increased  0.4  percent  and 
unadjusted  sales  increased  10  percent 
from  1975  to  1976.  Average  annual  em¬ 
ployment  at  Belmont  Manufacturing 
increased  11.7  percent  from  1975  to 
1976. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigaton,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  the 
women’s  blouses  produced  by  the  Bel¬ 
mont  Manufacturing  Co.,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  did  not  contribute  impor¬ 
tantly  to  the  decline  in  sales  or  pro¬ 
duction  and  to  the  total  or  partial  sep¬ 
arations  of  the  workers  at  that  firm  as 
required  for  certification  in  section 
222  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
23rd  day  of  November  197’7. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doc.  77-34889  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

(TA-W-2187] 

BOUQUET  SCREEN  PRINTING,  INC,  PASSAIC, 
N.J. 

Nogativa  Datormination  Regarding  Eligibility 
To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistonce 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA— W— 2187:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
July  5,  1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  July  1,  1977, 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  and  Textile  Workers  Union 


on  behalf  of  workers  and  former  work¬ 
ers  producing  printed  fabric  at  Bou¬ 
quet  Screen  Printing,  Inc.,  Passaic, 
N.J. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Rbgistbr  on 
July  15,  1977  (42  FR  36513).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Bouquet 
Screen  Printing,  Inc.,  its  converter, 
and  manufacturers  who  were  custom¬ 
ers  of  that  converter,  the  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Interna¬ 
tional  'Trade  Commission,  industry  an¬ 
alysts.  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  fum  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met,  crite¬ 
rion  (4)  has  not  been  met. 

The  Department’s  investigation  re¬ 
vealed  that  Bouquet  Screen  FTinting, 
Inc.,  a  commission  printing  firm, 
prints  fabric  for  only  one  converter. 
That  converter  decreased  orders  with 
Bouquet  from  1975  to  1976  and  in  the 
first  half  of  1977.  Orders  to  other  do¬ 
mestic  sources  increased  in  the  first 
half  of  1977.  Bouquet’s  only  converter 
does  not  purchase  any  imported 
fabric. 

Manufacturers,  who  are  customers 
of  the  converter,  were  also  surveyed. 
Only  one  of  these  manufacturers  pur¬ 
chased  imported  fabric;  purchases  of 
imports  were  less  than  5  percent  of 
total  purchases.  That  manufacturer 
also  increased  its  purchases  of  domes¬ 
tically  produced  fabric. 

The  petition  alleges  that  the  textile 
industry  has  been  hurt  by  imports.  In¬ 
dustry  spokesmen  and  converters  (cus¬ 
tomers  of  printers)  agree  that  imports 
of  apparel  have  been  a  factor  in  re¬ 
duced  business  with  printers.  Import¬ 
ed  wearing  apparel  cannot  be  consid¬ 
ered  to  be  like  or  directly  competitive 
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with  printed  fabric.  Imports  of  all 
types  of  finished  fabric  must  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  determining  Import  injury 
to  w'orkers  producing  printed  fabric  at 
Bouquet. 

Aggregate  imports  of  finished  fabric, 
which  includes  dyed  cotton  broadwo- 
ven,  dyed  man-made  broadwoven,  dyed 
cotton  knit,  dyed  man-made  knit, 
cotton  broadwoven  print-cloth,  man¬ 
made  woven  printed,  flocked  cotton, 
and  flocked  man-made,  declined  abso¬ 
lutely  from  1972  to  1973  and  from 
1973  to  1974  and  increased  from  1974 
to  1975.  Imports  increased  20  percent 
from  1975  to  1976. 

Imports  of  finished  fabric  declined 
in  each  quarter  of  1976  compared  to 
the  respective  previous  quarters  and 
declined  38  percent  in  the  first  half  of 
1977  compared  to  the  first  half  of 
1976. 

The  ratios  of  imports  to  domestic 
production  and  consumption  reached 
a  peak  in  the  most  recent  five  year 
period  at  2.2  percent  in  1972.  Since 
1972  the  ratios  have  been  2  percent  or 
less. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  imports  of  articles  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  printed  fabric  pro¬ 
duct  at  Bouquet  Screen  Printing. 
Inc.,  Passaic,  N.J..  have  not  contribut¬ 
ed  importantly  to  the  decline  in  sales 
or  production  of  the  firm  or  to  the 
total  or  partial  separations  of  workers 
at  that  firm  as  required  for  certifica¬ 
tion  under  section  22  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C..  this 
25th  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34890  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 

'  [4510-28] 

[TA-W-21241 

COLUMBIAN  ROPE  CO.,  MASPETH,  N.Y. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
■  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2124:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
June  17,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  June  6.  1977 
which  was  filed  by  the  employees  of 
the  Maspeth,  N.Y.  plant  of  the  Colum¬ 
bian  Rope  Co.  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  manila 
and  synthetic  fiber  rope  at  the  Ma¬ 
speth.  N.Y.  plant  of  the  Columbian 
Rope  Co. 


The  notice  of  investigation  w'as  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Pederal  Register  on 
June  17,  1977  (42  FR  30936).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Colum¬ 
bian  Rope  Co.,  its  customers,  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  Commission,  indus¬ 
try  analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated, 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely: 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

This  investigation  has  revealed  that 
all  four  of  the  above  criteria  have  been 
met. 

SIGNIFICANT  TOTAL  OR  PARTIAL 
SEPARATIONS 

Employment  of  production  workers 
at  the  Maspeth.  N.Y.,  plant  of  the  Co¬ 
lumbian  Rope  Co.  remained  constant 
from  1974  to  1975  and  decreased  42.3 
percent  in  1976  compared  to  1975.  All 
employment  decreased  to  zero  when 
the  Maspeth  plant  was  shut  down  on 
December  31,  1976. 

SALES  OR  PRODUCTION,  OR  BOTH.  HAVE 
DECREASED  ABSOLUTELY 

Production  of  manila  and  synthetic 
fiber  rope  manufactured  at  the  Ma¬ 
speth  plant  of  the  Columbian  Rope 
Co.  decreased  25.9  percent  in  1975 
compared  to  1974.  and  decreased  35.5 
percent  in  1976  compared  to  1975.  All 
production  ceased  w’hen  the  plant  w'as 
shut  down  on  December  31, 1976. 

INCREASED  IMPORTS 

Imports  of  hard  fiber  rope  decreased 
from  22,290,000  pounds  in  1972  to 
21,717,000  pounds  in  1973,  increased  to 
21,740,000  in  1974,  decreased  to 
17,076,000  in  1975  and  increased  to 
22,496,000  in  1976.  Imports  increased 
from  9,991,000  pounds  in  the  first  half 
of  1976  to  13,610.000  pounds  in  the 
same  period  of  1977. 


The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic 
production  increased  from  72.6  per¬ 
cent  in  1975  to  101.7  percent  in  1976 
and  from  89  percent  in  the  first  half 
of  1976  to  131.4  percent  in  the  same 
period  of  1977. 

Imports  of  synthetic  fiber  rope  in¬ 
creased  from  779.000  pounds  in  1972  to 
1,528,000  pounds  in  1973,  to  1.887,000 
pounds  in  1974,  to  3.976.000  pounds  in 

1975,  and  decreased  to  2,424,000 
pounds  in  1976.  Imports  increased 
from  1.125,000  pounds  in  the  first  half 
of  1976  to  1,671,000  pounds  in  the 
same  period  oM977. 

The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic 
production  decreased  from  11.6  per¬ 
cent  in  1975  to  7.4  percent  in  1976  and 
increased  from  6.5  percent  in  the  first 
half  of  1976  to  8.5  percent  in  the  same 
period  of  1977. 

Contribute  d  Importantly 

A  customer  representing  an  estimat¬ 
ed  30  percent  of  total  production  of 
rope  manufactured  at  the  Maspeth 
plant  of  the  Columbian  Rope  Co.  pur¬ 
chased  manila  and  synthetic  fiber  rope 
from  foreign  sources  during  the  975- 
76  period. 

Production  of  manila  and  synthetic 
fiber  rope  at  the  Maspeth  plant  of  the 
Columbian  Rope  Co.  decreased  35.5 
percent  in  1976  compared  to  1975.  Em¬ 
ployment  of  production  workers  at  the 
Maspeth  plant  decreased  42.3  percent 
in  1976  compared  to  1975.  The  plant 
w’as  closed  down  on  December  31, 

1976. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with 
manila  and  synthetic  rope  produced 
by  the  Maspeth,  N.Y.,  plant  of  th6  Co¬ 
lumbian  Rope  Co.,  contributed  impor¬ 
tantly  to  the  decline  in  sales  or  pro¬ 
duction  and  to  the  total  or  partial  sep¬ 
aration  of  workers  at  the  plant.  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  I  make  the  following  certification; 

All  workers  engaged  in  employment  relat¬ 
ed  to  the  production  of  manila  and  synthet¬ 
ic  rope  at  the  Maspeth,  N.Y.,  plant  of  Co¬ 
lumbian  Rope  Co.,  who  became  totally  or 
partially  separated  from  employment  on  or 
after  June  1,  1976  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  title  II.  chap¬ 
ter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C..  this 
23rd  day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grubert, 
Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 
[FR  Doc.  77-34891  FUed  12-5-<77:  8:45  ami 
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[4510-28] 

[TA-W-21531 

ELICTRO  SIGNAL  LAB,  INC,  ROCKLAND, 
MASS. 

N»90tiv  O«t*rniination  R«9«rdin9  EllglbRity 
to  Apply  for  Workor  Adfustmont  AMittonco 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2153:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
June  20,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  June  17,  1977 
which  was  filed  by  workers  and  former 
workers  producing  smoke  detectors 
and  fire  extinguishers  at  the  Rock¬ 
land,  Mass,  plant  of  Electro  Signal 
Lab,  Inc.  The  investigation  revealed 
that  the  firm  only  produces  smoke  de¬ 
tectors. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  28,  1977  (42  FR  32853).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Electro 
Signal  Lab,  Inc.,  the  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  International 
Trade  Commission,  industry  analysts, 
and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  Is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any 
other  criteria  have  been  met,  criterion 
(2)  has  not  been  met. 

The  Rockland,  Mass,  plant  of  Elec¬ 
tro  Signal  Lab,  Inc.  produces  smoke 
detectors. 

Production  of  smoke  detectors  pro¬ 
duced  by  Electro  Signal  Lab,  Inc.  in¬ 
creased  during  the  fiscal  year  (Jime— 
May)  1977  compared  to  the  previous 
fiscal  year.  Production  increased  in 


the  first  half  of  1977  compared  to  the 
first  half  of  1976. 

Sales  and  production  data  is  equiv¬ 
alent  since  all  production  is  done  on  a 
contract  basis. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  neither  sales  nor  production  of 
smoke  detectors  have  decreased  at  the 
Rockland,  Mass,  plant  of  Electro 
Signal  Lab,  Inc.  as  required  for  certifi¬ 
cation  under  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974.  All  workers  at  the  Rock¬ 
land,  Mass,  plant  are  denied  eligibility 
to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
25th  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34892  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  ami 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-1997] 

FAIRFOOT  SHOE  CO.,  MARTINSBURG,  PA. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-1997:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  21,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  April  21,  1977 
which  was  filed  by  the  Boot  and  Shoe 
Workers  Union  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing 
women’s  and  misses’  non-rubber 
casual,  sport  and  dress  shoes  at  the 
Martinsburg,  Pa.  plant  of  the  Fairfoot 
Shoe  Co. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  P^eral  Register  on 
May  6,  1977  (42  FR  23216).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  Fair- 
foot  Shoe  Co.,  its  customers,  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Inter¬ 
national  Trade  Commission,  industry 
analysts  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated: 


(2)  ’That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  ’That  articles  like  or  directly  eompeti- 
tivc  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  Sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  ’That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sides 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
all  of  the  above  criteria  have  been 
met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  declined  6  percent  from  1974 
to  1975,  and  increased  7  percent  from 

1975  to  1976.  The  employment  average 
declined  5  percent  in  the  fourth  quar¬ 
ter  of  1976  compared  to  the  fourth 
quarter  of  1975,  and  declined  29  per¬ 
cent  in  the  first  six  months  of  1977 
compared  to  the  same  period  of  1976. 
Layoffs  at  the  plant  occurred  through¬ 
out  the  entire  period  from  March, 

1976  to  October,  1976, 

Employment  and  production  trends 

do  not  always  correspond  because  dif¬ 
ferent  styles  of  shoes  have  varied 
labor  demands. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both, 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Production  quantities  remained  the 
same  from  1974  to  1975  and  declined  3 
percent  from  1975  to  1976.  Production 
declined  20  percent  in  quantity  in  the 
fourth  quarter  of  1976  compared  to 
the  fourth  quarter  of  1975,  and  de¬ 
clined  31  percent  in  the  first  six 
months  of  1977  compared  to  the  same 
period  of  1976. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  women’s  and  misses’  non¬ 
rubber  footwear,  except  athletic,  in¬ 
creased  in  absolute  terms,  from  1972 
to  1973,  declined  from  1973  to  1974, 
and  increased  from  1974  to  1975.  Im¬ 
ports  increased  2.5  percent  from  1975 
to  1976  and  declined  16.1  percent  in 
the  first  half  of  1977  compared  to  the 
first  half  of  1976.  The  ratios  of  im¬ 
ports  to  domestic  production  and  con¬ 
sumption  declined  from  114.1  percent 
and  53.3  percent,  respectively,  in  1975 
to  112.6  percent  and  53.0  percent,  re¬ 
spectively,  in  1976.  The  ratios  of  im¬ 
ports  to  domestic  production  and  con¬ 
sumption  Increased  from  101.7  percent 
and  50.4  percent,  respectively,  in  the 
first  half  of  1976  to  119.9  percent  and 
54.5  percent,  respectively,  in  the  first 
half  of  1977. 

Contributed  Importantly 

An  OTAA  survey  of  Fairfoots’  cus¬ 
tomers  revealed  that  they  increased 
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purchases  of  imported  women's  and 
misses’  footwear  while  reducing  orders 
for  footwear  from  Pairfoot  beginning 
in  the  first  half  of  1976. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  women’s  and 
misses'  nonrubber  casual,  sport,  and 
dress  shoes  produced  at  the  Martins- 
burg.  Pa.  plant  of  the  Pairfoot  Shoe 
Co.,  contributed  importantly  to  the 
total  or  partial  separation  of  the  work¬ 
ers  of  that  plant.  In  accordance  with 
the  pro%"isions  of  the  Act,  I  make  the 
following  certification: 

All  workers  at  the  Martinsburg,  Pa.  plant 
of  the  Pairfoot  Shoe  Co.  w  ho  became  totally 
or  partially  separated  from  employment  on 
or  after  April  16,  1976  are  eligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title  II. 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  this 
23rd  day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grurert, 
Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 
[FR  Doc.  77-34893  PUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 

[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2131] 

G5NESCO,  INC,  GENERAL  SHOE  COMPANV 
DIVISION,  TULLAHOMA.  TENN. 

Certification  RoRording  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Workor  Adiwttmont  Attictonca 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2131;  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
June  8,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  June  8,  1977 
which  was  filed  by  the  Division  Per¬ 
sonnel  Director  of  the  General  Shoe 
Co.  on  behalf  of  workers  and  former 
workers  producing  men’s  shoes  at  the 
Tullahoma,  Tenn.  plant  of  the  Gener¬ 
al  Shoe  Co.  Division  of  Genesco,  Inc., 
Nashville,  Tenn. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  17,  1977  (42  FR  39036).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Shoe  Company  Division  of 
Genesco,  Inc.,  its  customers,  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  the  n,S.  In¬ 
ternational  'Trade  Commission,  indus¬ 
try  analysts  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 


sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met:  • 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated: 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub- 
divisior.  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  unportantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  In  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
all  four  of  the  above  criteria  have  been 
met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  Of  hourly  pro¬ 
duction  and  piecework  workers  em¬ 
ployed  at  the  Tullahoma  plant  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Shoe  declined  1.2  percent  in  1976 
compared  to  1976  and  declined  13.2 
percent  in  the  first  six  months  of  1977 
compared  to  the  first  six  months  of 
1976. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Production  in  terms  of  quantity  at 
the  Tullahoma,  Tenn.  plant  of  Gener¬ 
al  Shoe  declined  2.7  percent  in  1976 
compared  to  1975  and  declined  29.2 
percent  in  the  first  six  months  of  1977 
compared  to  the  first  six  montlis  of 
1976.  Production  of  finished  men’s 
shoes  at  the  Tullahoma  plant  was  dis¬ 
continued  in  June.  1977. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  men’s  dress  and  casual 
footwear  increased  from  53.5  million 
pairs  in  1972  to  56.4  million  pairs  in 
1973  and  then  decreased  to  44.3  mil¬ 
lion  pairs  in  1974.  Imports  increased  to 
57.5  million  pairs  in  1975  and  in¬ 
creased  again  by  23.6  percent  to  58.7 
million  pairs  in  1976.  The  ratios  of  im¬ 
ports  to  domestic  production  and  con¬ 
sumption  increased  from  58.7  percent 
and  37.0  percent,  respectively,  in  1975 
to  70.4  percent  and  41.3  percent,  re¬ 
spectively,  in  1976.  During  the  first  6 
months  of  1977,  imports  totalled  30.0 
million  pairs,  a  decline  of  0.3  percent 
from  the  30.1  million  pairs  imported  in 
the  first  6  months  of  1976.  Tlie  ratios 
of  imports  to  domestic  production  and 
consumption  increased  from  66.0  per¬ 
cent  and  39.8  percent,  respectively,  in 
the  first  6  months  of  1976  to  73.9  per¬ 
cent  and  42.5  percent,  respectively,  in 
the  first  6  months  of  1977. 


Contributed  Importantly 

Company  imports  of  men’s  shoes  in 
terms  of  quantity  increased  306.3  per¬ 
cent  in  1976  compared  to  1975  and 
then  declined  7.6  p>ercent  in  the  first 
half  of  1977  compared  to  the  first  half 
of  1976.  Company  import  levels  during 
the  first  6  months  of  1977  remained 
101.4  percent  above  company  Import 
levels  for  the  entire  year  1975.  Many 
of  the  types  of  shoes  produced  at  the 
Tullahoma  plant  are  (distributed 
through  a  chain  of  retail  stores  owned 
by  Genesco.  Inc.  In  1976  compared  to 
1975,  this  division  of  Genesco  de¬ 
creased  its  purchases  of  men’s  shoes 
from  the  General  Shoe  Company  Divi¬ 
sion  and  increased  its  purchases  of  im¬ 
ported  men’s  shoes.  These  increased 
purchases  of  imported  men’s  shoes  by 
the  Genesco  coincided  with  production 
and  employment  declines  at  the  Tulla¬ 
homa  plant  and  followed  the  industry 
wide  pattern  of  increasing  imports  of 
men’s  shoes. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  imports  of  articles  like  or  directly 
(x>mpetitive  with  the  men’s  shoes  pro¬ 
duced  at  the  Tullahoma.  Tenn.  plant 
of  the  General  Shoe  Co.  Division  of 
Genesco.  Inc.  contributed  importantly 
to  the  decline  in  sales  and/or  produc¬ 
tion  Sind  to  the  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tions  of  workers  at  that  firm.  In  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  Provision  of  the  Act.  I 
make  the  following  certification: 

All  workers  at  the  Tullahoma,  Tenn.  plant 
of  the  General  Shoe  Co.  Division  of 
Genesco.  Inc.  who  became  totally  or  partial¬ 
ly  separated  from  employment  on  or  after 
Jime  6,  1976  are  eligible  to  apply  fpr  adjust¬ 
ment  assistance  imder  Title  II.  Chapter  2  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  this 
25th  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor. 

Director,  Office  of  Management 
Administration,  and  Planning. 
(PR  Doc.  77-34894  Piled  12-5-77;  8.45  ami 

[4510-28] 

(TA-W-20291 

HARWOOD  SHIRT  DIVISION,  ADAMSVIltE, 
TENN. 

Coitifkatiofl  Rogarding  EKgibUity  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustmant  AtsUtanca 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2029;  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  20,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  that  date  which 
was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated  Cloth- 
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ing  and  Textile  Workers’  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  men’s  and  boys’  dress  shirts 
at  the  Adamsville,  Tenn.  Shirt  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Harwood  Manufacturing  Co. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  P’EOERAi.  Register  on 
May  10,  1977  (42  FR  23655).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Harwood 
Manufacturing  Co.,  its  customers,  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  the 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission, 
the  National  Cotton  Coimcil  of  Amer¬ 
ica,  industry  analysts,  and  Department 
files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trtuie  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

<1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
all  of  the  above  criteria  have  been 
met.  . 

»  Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Average  employment  of  production 
workers  at  Harwood  Shirt  Division  de¬ 
clined  8.9  percent  from  1974  to  1975 
and  decreased  again  1.3  percent  from 
1975  to  1976.  Employment  decreased 
15.7  percent  in  the  first  quarter  of 
1977  compared  to  the  first  quarter  of 
1976. 

All  workers  were  terminated  in 
March  1977  when  the  plant  closed. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  of  men’s  and  boys’  dress  shirts 
produced  at  Harwood  Shirt  Division 
declined  in  terms  of  quantity  0.7  per¬ 
cent  from  1975  to  1976. 

Sales  declined  in  terms  of  quantity 
and  value,  19.1  percent  and  15.5  per¬ 
cent,  respectively,  from  the  first  quar¬ 
ter  of  1976  to  the  first  quarter  of  1977. 


Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  woven 
dress  and  dress  and  business  shirts  de¬ 
creased  49.6  percent  from  70,666  thou¬ 
sand  units  in  1972  to  35,620  thousand 
units  in  1974  and  further  declined  to 
13.5  percent  to  30,800  thousand  units 
in  1975.  Imports  increased  to  64,283 
thousand  units  from  January-Decem- 
ber  of  1976  compared  to  30,800  thou¬ 
sand  units  over  the  same  period  for 
1975,  an  increase  of  108.7  percent.  The 
ratios  of  imports  to  domestic  produc¬ 
tion  and  consumption  increased  from 
36.2  percent  and  27.6  percent,  respec¬ 
tively,  in  1975  to  67.1  percent  and  40.9 
percent,  respectively,  in  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

The  Department’s  survey  of  custom¬ 
ers  of  Harwood  shows  that  its  major 
customers  accounting  for  75  percent  of 
Harwood’s  total  sales  in  1976  are  rely¬ 
ing  increasingly  on  imported  men’s 
and  boys’  shirts.  Some  of  these  cus¬ 
tomers  reported  that  purchases  of 
men’s  shirts  produced  offshore  consti¬ 
tuted  40  to  60  percent  of  total  shirt 
purchases  in  1976.  These  customers  re¬ 
ported  in  addition  that  10  percent  of 
their  purchases  from  other  domestic 
suppliers  were  produced  offshore. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  men’s  and  boys’ 
dress  shirts  produced  at  Harwood 
Shirt  Division,  Adamsville,  Tenn.,  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  total  or 
partial  separation  of  the  workers  of 
that  plant.  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  I  make  the  fol¬ 
lowing  certification: 

All  workers  at  Harwood  Shirt  Division, 
Adamsville,  Tenn.  who  became  totally  or 
partially  separated  from  employment  on  or 
after  April  20,  1976  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  imder  Title  II,  Chap¬ 
ter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  23d 
day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grubert, 
Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34895  PUed  12-5-77;  8:45  ami 
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[TA-W-21821 

JBC  CO.  OF  MADERA,  INC.,  HOUTZDALE,  FA. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adiuctment  Attittance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2182:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 
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The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
June  29,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  June  27,  1977 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  and  Textile  Workers  Union 
on  behalf  of  workers  and  former  work¬ 
ers  producing  men’s,  boys’,  and  ladies’ 
slacks  at  the  Houtzdale,  Pa.  plant  of 
JBC  Co.  of  Madera. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
July  12,  1977  (42  FR  35903).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  JBC  Co. 
of  Madera,  its  manufacturers,  the 
United  Cotton  Council  of  America,  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  the 
American  Textile  Manufactures  Insti¬ 
tute,  the  U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  the  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission,  industry  analysts  and  De¬ 
partment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely, 

(3)  That  articles  likely  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  ’That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sides 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
all  four  of  the  above  criteria  have  been 
met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  hourly  work¬ 
ers  at  the  Houtzdale  plant  declined 
13.4  percent  from  1974  to  1975  and  in¬ 
creased  1.9  percent  from  1975  to  1978. 
In  the  first  half  of  1977  the  average 
number  of  workers  declined  28.4  per¬ 
cent  from  that  of  the  same  period  in 
1976.  Beginning  with  the  third  quarter 
of  1976,  the  average  number  of  wort 
ers  in  each  successive  quarter  has  de^ 
dined  compared  to  the  same  quarter 
of  the  year  before. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

The  quantity  and  value  of  contract 
work  of  men’s  slacks  performed  at  the 
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Houtzdale  plant  decreased  28.4  per¬ 
cent  and  28.2  percent,  respectively, 
from  1975  to  1976  and  decreased  64.4 
percent  and  67.6  percent,  respectively, 
from  the  first  quarter  of  1976  to  the 
first  quarter  of  1977. 

Separate  production  data  indicated  a 
24  percent  decrease  in  quantity  from 

1975  to  1976  and  68.1  percent  decline 
from  the  first  half  of  1976  to  the  first 
half  of  1977. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  dress  and 
sport  trousers  and  shorts  increased 
31.9  percent  from  55,508  thousand 
units  in  1975  to  73,209  thousand  in 
1976.  First  quarter  imports  increased 

17.3  percent  from  14,623  thousand  in 

1976  to  17,152  thousand  in  1977.  The 
ratios  of  imports  to  domestic  produc¬ 
tion  and  consumption  increased  from 
34.1  percent  and  25.4  percent,  respec¬ 
tively  in  1975  to  41.9  percent  and  29.5 
percent,  respectively,  in  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

A  manufacturer  for  whom  the 
Houtzdale.  Pa.  plant  of  JBC  Co.  per¬ 
formed  34  percent  of  its  contract  work 
in  1975  decreased  orders  from  JBC  Co. 

84.4  percent  in  1976  and  97.9  percent 
in  the  first  half  of  1977  compared  to 
the  same  period  in  1976.  The  custom¬ 
ers  of  that  manufacturer  decreased 
purchases  of  men’s  slacks  and  in¬ 
creased  imports  in  1976  and  1977. 

These  decreases  in  orders  corre¬ 
spond  chronologically  with  the  in¬ 
creases  in  aggregate  national  imports 
and  the  declines  in  production  and  em¬ 
ployment  at  the  Houtzdale  plant  in 
1976  and  1977. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review'  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation.  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  men’s 
pants  produced  by  JBC  Co.  of  Madera. 
Inc.  at  its  plant  in  Houtzdale.  Pa.,  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions  of  w'orkers  of  that  firm.  In  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  provisions  .of  the  Act.  I 
make  the  following  certification: 

All  workers  of  the  Houtzdale.  Pa.  plant  of 
JBC  Co.  of  Madera,  Inc.,  or  of  that  plant's 
cutting  department  in  Madera.  Pa.  w'ho 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  June  21,  1976,  are 
enable  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.  C.,  this 
23d  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34896  PUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

tTA-W-2256] 

JOHNSON  FARMER  CHAIN  CO.,  LEBANON, 

PA. 

Cortification  Rogarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  AdiuttmonI  Assittonco 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2256:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
August  15,  1977,  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  that  date 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  w'orkers 
and  former  workers  producing  buoy 
chain  at  the  J9hnson  Farmer  Chain 
Co„  Lebanon.  Pa. 

The  notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  17,  1977  (42  FR  44298).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  John¬ 
son  Farmer  Chain  Co.,  its  customers, 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
the  U.S.  International  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion,  industry  anaylsts  and  Depart¬ 
ment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  ttie  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
’Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers'  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely: 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increa.sed  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrea.se  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  Im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  ca-ise  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
all  four  of  the  above  criteria  have  been 
met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Employment  declined  29  percent  in 
1976  compared  to  1975  and  8  percent 
in  the  first  three  quarters  of  1977  com¬ 
pared  to  the  first  three  quarters  of 
1976.  All  production  workers  were  laid 
off  on  September  6,  1977. 


Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Production  at  the  Johnson  Parmer 
Chain  Co.  declined  52  percent  in  1976 
compared  to  1975  and  16  percent  in 
the  first  three  quarters  of  1977  com¬ 
pared  to  the  first  three  quarters  of 

1976.  All  production  operations  were 
terminated  on  September  6, 1977. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  buoy  chain  increased  rel¬ 
ative  to  domestic  production  from  35.5 
percent  in  fiscal  year  1976  to  375.0  per¬ 
cent  in  fiscal  year  1977. 

Imports  of  buoy  chain  increased 
from  334.4  thousand  doUars'in  1976  to 
513.1  thousand  dollars  in  fiscal  year 

1977. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Jolinson  Parmer’s  major  customers 
which  accounted  for  95  percent  of 
Johnson  Farmer’s  sales  in  1976  in¬ 
creased  purchases  of  imported  buoy 
chain  in  fiscal  year  1977  while  curtail¬ 
ing  all  purchases  from  Johnson 
Parmer  during  the  same  time  period. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increase  of  imports  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  buoy  chain  pro¬ 
duced  by  the  Johnson  Parmer  Chain 
Co.,  Lebanon,  Pa.,  contributed  impor¬ 
tantly  to  sales  declines  and  to  the 
total  or  partial  separations  of  the 
workers  of  that  firm.  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  ’Trade  Act 
of  1974, 1  make  the  following  certifica¬ 
tion: 

All  workers  of  the  Johnson  Fanner  Chain 
Co.,  Lebanon,  Pa.,  who  became  totally  or 
partially  separated  from  employment  on  or 
after  December  15,  1976  are  eligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title  II. 
Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  25 
day  of  November,  1977. 

James  P.  Taylor,  . 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34897  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-20591 

KING’S  IMAGE,  INC,  NEW  YORK,  N.Y. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for  ^ 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  i 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  1 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  . 
TA-W-2059;  Investigation  regarding  ’ 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  oh 
May  10,  1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  May  5,  1977, 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  and  Textile  Workers  Union 
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on  behalf  of  workers  and  former  work¬ 
ers  producing  men’s  and  boys’  outer¬ 
wear  and  sportswear  at  King’s  Image, 
Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y. 

'  The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  27,  1977  (42  PR  27330).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

!  The  information  upon  which  the  de- 
I  termination  was  made  was  obtained 
i  principally  from  officials  of  King’s 
,  Image,  Inc.,  its  customers,  the  U.S.  De- 
i  partment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Inter- 
I  national  Trade  Commission,  industry 
,  analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de- 
j  termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as- 
i  slstance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
'■  Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

I  (1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor- 
I  tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
I  an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
'  become  totally  or  partiaily  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated: 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely: 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  s^es 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  aause. 

During  the  Department’s  investiga¬ 
tion  it  was  revealed  that  all  of  the 
above  critwia  have  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Average  employment  of  production 
workers  at  King’s  Image  declined  41 
percent  in  the  six  month  period  from 
October  1976  through  March  1977 
when  compared  to  the  same  six  month 
period  of  the  previous  year  (October 

1975  through  March  1976).  The  plant 
closed  in  April  1977. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

King’s  Image  produced  primarily  for 
order  so  that  sales  equals  production. 
Total  sales  of  King's  Image,  in  quanti¬ 
ty  declined  9  percent  from  1975  to 

1976  and  declined  47  percent  in  the 
first  quarter  of  1977  compared  to  the 
first  quarter  of  1976.  The  plant  closed 
in  April  1977. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  outer- 
coats  increased  in  absolute  terms, 
from  1972  to  1973,  decreased  from 
1973  to  1974,  and  decreased  from  1974 
to  1975.  Imports  increased  10  percent 
from  1975  to  1976  and  increased  29 


percent  in  the  first  quarter  of  1977 
compared  to  the  first  quarter  of  1976. 
The  ratios  of  imports  to  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  and  consumption  increased 
from  28.1  percent  and  22  percent,  re¬ 
spectively,  in  1975  to  31.3  percent  and 
23.9  percent,  respectively,  in  1976, 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  dress  and 
sport  trousers  and  shorts,  including 
jeans,  decreased  in  absolute  terms, 
from  1972  to  1973,  decreased  from 
1973  to  1974,  and  increased  from  1974 
to  1975.  Imports  increased  32  percent 
from  1975  to  1976  and  increased  17 
percent  in  the  first  quarter  of  1977 
compared  to  the  first  quarter  of  1976. 
The  ratios  of  imports  to  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  and  consumption  increased 
from  34.1  percent  and  25.4  percent,  re¬ 
spectively  in  1975  to  41.9  percent  and 
29.5  percent  in  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Customers  who  were  surveyed  indi¬ 
cated  that  they  purchased  imported 
jeans,  jean  jackets,  jean  vests,  and 
snorkles.  Customers  also  indicated 
that  some  of  the  purchases  from  other 
domestic  sources  were  manufactured 
offshore. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  men’s  and  boys’ 
jeans,  jean  jackets,  jean  vests,  and 
snorkles  produced  at  King’s  Image, 
Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  contributed  im¬ 
portantly  to  the  total  or  partial  sepa¬ 
rations  of  the  workers  at  that  firm.  In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  I  make  the  following  certification: 

All  workers  at  King’s  Image,  New  York. 
N.Y.,  who  became  totally  or  partially  sepa¬ 
rated  from  employment  on  or  after  April  26, 
1976,  and  before  July  1,  1977,  are  eligible  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title 
II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.  All 
workers  separated  after  July  1.  1977  are 
denied  certification. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
25th  day  of  November  1977. 

James  P.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

[Fr  Doc.  77-34898  PUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-1853] 

L.A.  DRESS  CO.,  WILKES-BARRE,  PA. 
Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligibility 
To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjuttment  Aseietonco 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-1853:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act, 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  22,  1977,  in  response  to  a 


worker  petition  received  on  that  date 
which  was  filed  by  the  International 
Ladies’  Garment  Workers  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  women’s  dresses,  suits  and 
pantsuits  at  L.A.  Dress  Co.,  Wilkes- 
barre.  Pa. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  5,  1977  (42  PR  18156).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  L.A.  Dress 
Co.,  its  customers,  the  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Interna¬ 
tional  Trade  Commission,  industry  an¬ 
alysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  each  of  the  group  eligribility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdl\'ision'  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  sepfurated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competive 
with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  subdivi¬ 
sion  are  being  imported  in  increased  quanti¬ 
ties,  either  actual  or  relative  to  domestic 
production:  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “ccHitributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met,  crite¬ 
rion  (4)  has  not  been  met. 

LuA.  Dress  Co.  is  a  contractor  pro¬ 
ducing  women’s  dresses,  suits  and 
pantsuits  in  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa. 

Imports  of  women’s,  misses,  and 
children’s  suits  decreased  from  412 
thousand  dozen  in  1975  to  408  thou¬ 
sand  dozen  in  1976.  Imports  decreased 
from  178  thousand  dozen  in  the  first 
half  of  1976  to  168  thousand  dozen  in 
the  first  half  of  1977.  The  ratio  of  im¬ 
ports  to  domestic  production  de¬ 
creased  from  12.2  percent  in  1975  to 
11.6  percent  in  1976, 

Imports  of  women’s  and  misses’ 
dresses  increased  from  645  thousand 
dozen  in  1975  to  659  thousand  in  1976. 
Imports  decreased  from  395  thousand 
dozen  in  the  first  half  of  1976  to  346 
thousand  dozen  in  the  first  half  of 
1977.  The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic 
production  was  4.5  percent  in  1975  and 
4.5  percent  in  1976. 

Customers  surveyed  who  decreased 
purchases  from  L.A.  Dress  in  1976  and 
1977  did  not  purchase  imported  dress¬ 
es,  suits,  or  pantsuits. 
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Sales  by  L.A.  Dress  increased  29  per¬ 
cent  in  value  in  1976  compared  to 
1975.  Employment  at  L.A.  Dress  in¬ 
creased  21  percent  in  1976  compared 
to  1975  and  remained  the  same  in  the 
first  half  of  1977  compared  to  the  first 
half  of  1976. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  women’s  dresses, 
suits,  and  pantsuits  produced  by  L.A. 
Dress  Co.,  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa.,  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  declines  in 
sales  or  separations  of  workers  of  that 
firm,  as  required  for  certification 
under  section  222  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this 
30th  day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grubert, 
Director,  office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34899  Piled  12-5-77,  8:45  am] 


[4510-281 

[TA-W-2175] 

LADISH  CO.,  CUDAHY,  WIS. 

Nsgotiv*  Dotarmination  Regarding  Eligibiitty 

To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjuitmenl  Attittonce 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2175:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  w'as  initiated  on 
June  27,  1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  June  24,  1977, 
which  was  filed  by  the  Local  1862  of 
the  International  Association  of  Ma¬ 
chinists  and  Aerospace  Workers.  AFL- 
CIO  on  behalf  of  w'orkers  and  former 
workers  producing  steel  forgings  and 
steel  pipe  fittings  at  the  Cudahy,  Wis, 
plant  of  the  Ladish  Co. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
July  12.  1977  (42  FR  35904).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  Ladish 
Co.,  its  customers,  the  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Interna¬ 
tional  Trade  Commission,  industry  an¬ 
alysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  oMer  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers'  firm,  or 


an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab- 
soiutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly"  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met,  crite¬ 
rion  (4)  ha.s  not  been  met. 

The  Cudahy.  W'is.  plant  of  the 
Ladish  Co.  produces  principally  steel 
forgings.  Some  steel  pipe  Is  also  pro¬ 
duced. 

The  Department  conducted  a  survey 
of  some  the  customers  who  purchased 
steel  forgings  and  pipe  fitting;^  made 
at  the  Cudahy,  Wis.  plant  of  Ladish 
Co.  Among  the  customers  responding 
to  the  survey,  none  had  decreased  pur¬ 
chases  from  Ladish  and  switched  to 
imports.  Most  of  the  customers  re¬ 
sponding  to  the  survey  had  not  pur¬ 
chased  imports. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  the 
steel  forgings  and  steel  pipe  fittings 
produced  at  the  Cudahy.  Wis.  plant  of 
the  Ladish  Co.  did  not  contribute  im¬ 
portantly  to  the  total  or  partial  sepa¬ 
ration  of  workers  or  to  the  decline  in 
sales  and  production  of  that  plant  as 
required  for  certification  in  section 
222  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this 
30th  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

(PR  Doc.  77-34900  Piled  12-5-77,  8.45  ami 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2198] 

LAMBERT  MANUFACTURINO  CO., 
CHILUCOTHE,  MO. 

Cartificatien  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2198:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
July  7,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 


petition  received  on  July  6,  1977  which 
was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  fabric  work 
gloves  at  the  Chillicothe,  Mo.,  plant  of 
Lambert  Manufacturing  Co. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
July  19.  1977  (42  FR  37077).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Lambert 
Manufacturing  Co.,  the  UJS.  Interna¬ 
tional  Trade  Commission,  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Corrunerce.  industry  ana¬ 
lysts  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  Issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance.  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers'  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated: 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities:  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production:  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  "contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  ha.s  revealed  that 
all  of  the  above  criteria  have  been 
met. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  of  the  Chillicothe  and  Kirks - 
ville  plants  of  Lambert  Manufacturing 
have  declined  20  percent  in  quantity 
from  1975  to  1976,  and  declined  10  per¬ 
cent  in  quantity  in  the  first  two  quar¬ 
ters  of  1976  compared  to  the  same 
period  in  1977. 

Production  at  the  Chillicothe.  Mo., 
plant  declined  40  percent  in  quantity 
from  1975  to  1976,  and  increased  13 
percent  in  the  first  two  quarters  of 
1976  compared  to  the  same  period  in 
1977. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  declined  15  percent  from  1975 
to  1976,  and  declined  8  percent  from 
the  first  two  quarters  of  1976  com¬ 
pared  to  the  same  period  in  1977. 

The  average  number  of  hours 
worked  by  production  workers  de¬ 
clined  16  percent  from  1975  to  1976. 
and  23  percent  from  1975  to  1977. 
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Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  fabric  work  gloves  and 
mittens  Increased  In  quantity  both' ab¬ 
solutely  and  relative  to  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  In  1973  and  1974  compared  to 
the  previous  year.  Imports  decreased 
absolutely  but  Increased  relatively  In 
1975  compared  to  1974,  then  Increased 
absolutely  from  2,509  thousand  dozen 
pairs  In  1975  to  4,959  thousand  dozen 
pairs  from  1976,  and  continued  to  in¬ 
crease  from  1,032  thousand  dozen 
pairs  in  the  first  quarter  of  1976  to 

I, 593  thousand  dozen  pairs  in  the  first 
quarter  of  1977.  The  ratio  of  imports 
to  domestic  production  increased  from 

II. 7  percent  in  1975  to  20  percent  in 
1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

A  survey  of  customers  of  Lambert 
Manufacturing  Company  revealed 
that  customers  had  decreased  pur¬ 
chases  of  fabric  work  gloves  from 
Lambert  in  1976  compared  to  1975. 
Firms  surveyed  which  purchased  from 
Lambert  Manufacturing  Company  in¬ 
dicated  they  decreased  purchases  from 
the  subject  firm  because  their  retail 
customers  have  increased  purchases  of 
imported  gloves. 

The  ratio  of  imports  of  fabric  work 
gloves  to  domestic  production  and  con¬ 
sumption  have  Increased  in  each  year 
compared  to  the  respective  preceding 
year  from  1972  through  1976. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  reiiew  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  cotton  work  gloves 
produced  at  the  1220  Monroe,  Chilli- 
cothe.  Mo.  plant  of  Lambert  Manufac¬ 
turing  Company  contributed  impor¬ 
tantly  to  the  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tions  of  the  workers  at  that  plant.  In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  I  make  the  following  certification: 

All  workers  at  the  1220  Moru-oe,  Chilli- 
cothe.  Mo.  plant  of  Lambert  Manufacturing 
Company  who  become  totally  or  partially 
separated  from  employment  on  or  after 
June  30,  1976  are  eligible  to  apply  for  ad¬ 
justment  assistance  under  Title  11,  Chapter 
2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
30th  day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grubert, 
Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Researcfu 

tFR  Doc.  77-34901  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2215] 

LAMBERT  MANUFACTURING  CO.,  KIRKSVILIE, 
MO. 

Cartifkotien  Regording  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjuttmont  Astitfonco 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 


of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2215:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
July  19,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  July  18,  1977 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  fabric 
and  leather-palm  gloves  and  headwear 
at  the  Kirksville,  Mo.  plant  of  Lam¬ 
bert  Manufacturing  Co. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  2,  1977  (42  PR  39158).  No 
public  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Lambert 
Manufacturing  Co.,  the  U.S.  Interna¬ 
tional  Trade  Commission,  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  industry  ana¬ 
lysts  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  Tliat  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  "contributed  im¬ 
portantly"  means  a  caiise  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
all  of  tne  above  criteria  have  been 
met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  declined  22  percent  from  1975 
to  1976,  and  declined  21  percent 
during  the  first  six  months  of  1977 
compared  to  the  same  period  in  1976. 

The  average  number  of  hours 
worked  declined  4  percent  from  1975 
to  1976  and  increased  37  percent 
during  the  first  six  months  of  1977 
compared  to  the  same  period  in  1976. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  of  the  Chillicothe  and  Kirks¬ 
ville  plants  of  Lambert  Manufacturing 
Co.  have  declined  10  percent  in  quanti¬ 
ty  in  the  first  two  quarters  of  1976 
compared  to  the  same  period  in  1977. 


Production  at  the  Kirksville,  Mo. 
plant  declined  46  percent  in  quantity 
from  1975  to  1976,  and  increased  103 
percent  in  the  first  two  quarters  of 
1976  compared  to  the  same  period  in 
1977. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  fabric  work  gloves  and 
mittens  and  fabric/leather  combina¬ 
tion  work  gloves  and  mittens  increased 
in  quantity  both  absolutely  and  rela¬ 
tive  to  domestic  production  in  1973 
and  1974  compared  to  the  previous 
year.  Imports  decreased  in  1975  com¬ 
pared  to  1974,  then  increased  absolute¬ 
ly  from  2,509  thousand  dozen  pairs  of 
fabric  work  gloves  and  mittens  and 
1,522  thousand  dozen  pairs  of  fabric/ 
leather  combination  work  gloves  and 
mittens  to  4,959  and  2,686  thousand 
dozen  pairs  respectively  in  1976,  and 
continued  to  increase  from  2,141  and 
1,167  thousand  dozen  pairs  respective¬ 
ly  in  the  first  two  quarters  of  1976  to 
2,292  and  1,576  thousand  dozen  pairs 
respectively  in  the  first  two  quarters 
of  1977. 

The  ratios  of  imports  of  fabric  work 
gloves  and  mittens  to  domestic  produc¬ 
tion  and  to  domestic  consumption  in¬ 
creased  from  11.7  percent  and  10.5  per¬ 
cent  respectively  in  1975  to  20.0  per¬ 
cent  and  16.7  percent  respectively  in 
1976.  The  ratios  of  imports  of  fabric/ 
leather  combination  work  gloves  and 
mittens  to  domestic  production  and  to 
domestic  consumption  increased  from 
105.8  percent  and  178.8  percent  respec¬ 
tively  in  1975  to  51.4  percent  and  64.1 
percent  respectively  in  1976. 

Imports  of  headwear  increased  abso¬ 
lutely  from  1972  to  1973,  decreased 
from  1973  to  1974,  and  increased  from 
1974  to  1975.  Imports  increased  13.2 
percent  from  1975  to  1976,  and  in¬ 
creased  21.3  percent  in  the  first  six 
months  of  1977  compared  to  the  same 
period  in  1976.  The  ratios  of  imports 
to  domestic  production  and  consump¬ 
tion  increased  from  32.8  percent  and 

24.7  percent,  respectively,  in  1975  to 

34.8  percent  and  25.8  percent,  respec¬ 
tively,  in  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

A  survey  of  customers  of  Lambert 
Manufacturing  Co.  revealed  that  cus¬ 
tomers  had  decreased  purchases  of 
fabric  work  gloves  from  Lambert  in 
1976  compared  to  1975.  Firms  sur¬ 
veyed  which  purchased  from  Lambert 
Manufacturing  Co.  indicated  they  de¬ 
creased  purchases  from  the  subject 
firm  because  their  retail  customers 
have  increased  purchase  of  imported 
gloves. 

The  ratios  of  imports  of  fabric  and 
fabric/leather  combination  work 
gloves  to  domestic  production  and  con¬ 
sumption  have  increased  in  each  year 
compared  to  the  respective  previous 
year  from  1972  to  1976. 
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Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation.  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  fabric  and  fabric/ 
leather  combination  work  gloves  and 
headwear  produced  at  the  Kirksville. 
Mo.  plant  of  Lambert  Manufacturing 
contributed  importantly  to  the  total 
or  partial  separations  of  the  w'orkers 
at  that  plant.  In  accordance  with  the 
provision  of  the  Act.  I  make  the  fol¬ 
lowing  certification: 

All  workers  at  the  Kirksville,  Mo  plant  of 
Lambert  Manufacturing  Co.  who  became  to¬ 
tally  or  partially  separated  from  employ¬ 
ment  on  or  after  July  12.  1976  are  eligible  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title 
II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C..  this 
30th  day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grubert. 

Director.  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34902  Piled  12-5-77,  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

tTA-W-21841 

LONG  tRANCN  MANUFACTURING  COMPANY, 
INC.  LONG  BRANCH.  NEW  JERSEY 

Cartificatiaii  Ragording  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Workor  Adiwttmont  Aitisfonco 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2184:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
June  29.  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  June  28,  1977 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  coats  at 
fhe  Long  Branch,  N.J.  plant  of  Long 
Branch  Manufacturing  Co..  Inc. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
July  12.  1977  (42  FR  35903).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Long 
Branch  Manufacturing  Co..  Inc.,  its 
customers,  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  the  U.S.  International 
Trade  Commission,  industry  analysts 
and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  smd  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance.  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Triwle  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers'  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 


(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  Department's  investigation  has 
revealed  that  all  four  of  the  above  cri¬ 
teria  have  been  met 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  Increased  11.3  percent  from 
1975  to  1976,  In  the  last  quarter  of 
1975,  the  average  number  of  w'prkers 
decreased  2.8  percent  from  the  previ¬ 
ous  quarter.  In  November.  1976  all 
workers  were  terminated  from  employ¬ 
ment. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Company  production  decreased  16.2 
percent  in  the  January  through  Octo¬ 
ber  period  of  1976  compared  to  the 
same  period  of  1975. 

Production  ceased  in  November  1976 
as  the  company  prepared  for  liquida¬ 
tion  in  December  1976. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  women's,  misses’  and 
children’s  coats  and  jackets  increased 
from  1972  to  1973  from  1,769  thousand 
dozen  to  1,807  thousand  dozen.  The 
volume  of  imports  fell  to  1,478  thou¬ 
sand  dozen  in  1974  and  rose  again  in 
1975  to  1.517  thousand  dozen.  In  1976 
the  volume  of  imports  increased  to 
2,252  thousand  dozen.  The  ratios  of 
imports  to  domestic  production  and 
consumption  increased  from  35.4  and 
26.1,  respectively,  in  1975  to  52.2  and 
34.3,  respectively,  in  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Long  Branch  Manufacturing  Co., 
Inc.  was  a  contractor  for  only  one 
manufacturer.  Some  customers  of  that 
manufacturer  stated  that  they  had 
switched  purchases  from  the  company 
to  imports. 


Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation.  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  girls’, 
infants’,  preteens’  and  children’s  coats 
produced  by  Long  Branch  Manufac¬ 
turing  Co.,  Inc.  contributed  important¬ 
ly  to  the  separations  of  workers  of 
that  firm.  In  accordance  with  the  Pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act.  I  make  the  follow¬ 
ing  certification: 


All  workers  of  Long  Branch  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Co.,  Inc..  Long  Branch,  N.J..  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  August  13.  1976  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  . 
of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this 
23rd  day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grubert. 
Director.  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 

(FR  Doc.  77-34903  Piled  12-5-77.  8  45  am] 

[4510-28] 

[TA-W-21161 

NEEDLE  CRAFT  CORP.  OF  AMERICA.  FORT 
ATKINSON,  WIS. 

Negative  DatarminaHon  Regarding  Eligibiiity 
To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  w'ith  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2116:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
June  1.  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  May  27.  1977 
w'hich  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  afghan 
kits  and  dyeing  yam  at  the  Fort  At¬ 
kinson.  Wis.  plant  of  Needlecraft 
Corp.  of  America.  The  petition  incor¬ 
rectly  stated  that  the  Fort  Atkinson 
plant  also  produced  needle  point  kits. 
The  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  in¬ 
correctly  stated  that  the  plant  was  lo¬ 
cated  in  Grafton.  Wis. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  17.  1977  (42  FR  30938).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Needle- 
craft  Corp.  of  America,  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Inter¬ 
national  ’Trade  Commission,  industry 
analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance.  each  of  the  group  eliEdbility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met; 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  finn,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated: 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 

such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely;  • 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
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quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met,  crite¬ 
rion  (3)  has  not  been  met  for  the  ap¬ 
propriate  subdivision  employing  those 
workers  engaged  in  the  production  of 
afghan  kits,  and  criterion  (2)  has  not 
been  met  for  the  appropriate  subdivi¬ 
sion  employing  those  workers  engaged 
in  the  production  of  dyed  yam. 

According  to  industry  sources,  there 
are  no  imports  of  afghan  kits. 

The  Port  Atkinson  plant,  which  was 
closed  in  October  1976,  produced 
afghan  kits  and  dyed  yam.  Despite 
the  fact  that  the  Fort  Atkinson  plant 
closed,  total  company  production  of 
dyed  yam  increased  from  1975  to  1976 
and  increased  in  the  first  5  months  of 
1977  when  compared  to  the  same 
period  in  1976.  Since  the  dyeing  pro¬ 
duction  increased  even  after  the  Fort 
Atkinson  plant  closed,  it  can  be  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  closure  of  the  Port  At¬ 
kinson  plant  was  offset  by  an  internal 
switch  in  production  to  another  com¬ 
pany  owned  domestic  plant,  the  Diane 
Dye  plant,  located  in  Dalton,  Ga. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  afghan  kits  and 
dyed  yam  produced  at  the  Port  Atkin¬ 
son,  Wis.  plant  of  Needlecraft  Corp.  of 
America  did  not  contribute  important¬ 
ly  to  the  decline  in  sales  or  production 
or  to  the  total  or  partial  separation  of 
workers  of  that  plant. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
25th  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34904  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2113] 

OXWALL  TOOL  CO.,  OXFORD,  N.J. 

Cortificatien  Ragarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjudmonl  Astittonco 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2113;  Investigation  regarding 
certifibation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
May  31,  1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  that  date  which 


was  filed  by  the  United  Steelworkers 
of  America  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  hand  tools, 
such  as  vice  grips,  screwdrivers,  socket 
sets,  box  and  open  end  wrenches,  and 
pistol  grip  ratchets,  at  the  Oxford, 
N.J.,  plant  of  Oxwall  Tool  Co.  During 
the  investigation,  it  was  determined 
that  screwdrivers,  socket  wrenches, 
and  ignition  wrenches  are  produced. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  17,  1977  (42  Pr  30939).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Oxwall 
Tool  Co.,  its  customers,  the  Hand 
Tools  Institute,  the  U.S,  Department 
of  Commerce,  industry  analysts,  and 
Department  fHes. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers'  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  "contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  revealed  that  all 
of  the  above  criteria  have  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Average  employment  of  production 
workers  increased  13  percent  in  fiscal 
year  1976  compared  to  fiscal  1975,  and 
decreased  23  percent  in  fiscal  1977 
compared  to  fiscal  1976,  The  fiscal 
year  begins  approximately  July  1  of 
the  prior  calendar  year. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Company  production  increased  9 
percent  in  value  in  fiscal  year  1976 
compared  to  fiscal  1975,  and  decreased 
16  percent  in  fiscal  1977  compared  to 
fiscal  1976. 

The  output  of  the  Oxford,  New 
Jersey  plant  is  sold  to  the  New  York 
sales  office  of  Oxwall  Tool  Co.  Data 
on  company  sales  of  the  products  of 
the  Oxford  plant  is  not  separately 
available.  However,  company  inven¬ 


tory  of  these  products  increased  10 
percent  in  value  in  fiscal  year  1976 
compared  to  fiscal  1975,  and  increased 
23  percent  in  fiscal  1977  compared  to 
fiscal  1976. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  screwdrivers  Increased  in 
value  in  absolute  terms  from  1972  to 
1973,  decreased  from  1973  to  1974,  and 
decreased  from  1974  to  1975.  Imports 
increased  75  percent  from  1975  to  1976 
and  increased  27  percent  in  the  first 
half  of  1977  compared  to  the  first  half 
of  1976.  The  ratios  of  imports  to  do¬ 
mestic  production  and  consumption  in¬ 
creased  from  4.2  percent  each  in  1975 
to  5.8  percent  each  in  1976, 

Contributed  Importantly 

A  survey  of  a  sample  of  the  subject 
firm’s  customers  revealed  that  pur¬ 
chases  of  imported  screwdrivers  in¬ 
creased  while  purchases  of  screwdriv¬ 
ers  from  the  subject  firm  decreased. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  screw¬ 
drivers  produced  at  the  Oxford,  New 
Jersey,  plant  of  Oxwall  Tool  Co.  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  total  or 
partial  separation  of  the  workers  and 
to  the  decline  in  sales  or  production  of 
that  plant.  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  I  make  the  fol¬ 
lowing  certification: 

All  workers  at  the  Oxford,  New  Jersey 
plant  of  Oxwall  Tool  Co.,  who  became  totial- 
ly  or  partially  separated  from  employment 
on  or  after  May  27,  1976,  are  eligible  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  \mder  Title 
II.  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
23rd  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  arid  Planning. 

tPR  Doc.  77-34905  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  ami 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-23441 

PENNY  BAG,  INC,  NEWBURGH,  N.Y. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor  herein  presents  the  re¬ 
sults  of  TA-W-2344;  Investigation  re¬ 
garding  certification  of  eligibility  to 
apply  for  worker  adjustment  assis¬ 
tance  as  prescribed  in  section  222  of 
the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
September  14,  1977,  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  September 
12,  1977,  which  was  filed  by  the  Inter- 
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national  Leather  Goods,  Plastic  and 
Nov'elty  Workers'  Union  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
women’s  handbags  at  the  Newburgh, 
N  Y.,  plant  of  Penny  Bag,  Inc. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was'  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Oc¬ 
tober  4,  1977  (42  FR  54031).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Penny 
Bag.  Inc.,  its  customers,  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Inter¬ 
national  Trade  Commission,  industry 
analysts  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly"  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
all  four  of  the  above  criteria  have  been 
met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Company  employment  declined  6.9 
percent  in  1976  compared  to  1975  and 
continued  to  decline  12.9  percent  in 
the  first  three  quarters  of  1977  com¬ 
pared  to  the  like  1976  period. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Company  sales  of  handbags  declined 
7.7  percent  in  value  in  1976  compared 
to  1975  and  continued  to  decline  26.9 
percent  in  the  first  three  quarters  of 
1977  compared  to  the  like  1976  period. 

Company  production  of  handbags 
declined  7.3  percent  in  quantity  in 
1976  compared  to  1975. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  women’s  handbags  de¬ 
clined  each  year  from  67,200,000  units 
in  1972  to  54,400,000  units  in  1974,  in¬ 
creased  to  57,900,000  units  in  1975  and 
continued  to  increase  55.8  percent  to 
90,200,000  units  in  1976.  Imports  de¬ 
clined  4.7  percent  from  45,100,000 


units  in  the  first  half  of  1976  to 
43,000,000  units  in  the  first  half  of 
1977. 

The  ratio  of  imports  of  women’s 
handbags  to  domestic  production  in¬ 
creased  from  74.6  percent  in  1972  to 
80.8  percent  in  1973.  declined  to  66.7 
percent  in  1974,  increased  to  75.9  per¬ 
cent  in  1975,  increased  to  124.8  percent 
in  1976  and  continued  to  increase  from 
an  estimated  124.6  percent  in  the  first 
half  of  1976  to  170  percent  in  the  first 
half  of  1977. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Some  customers  of  handbags  of 
Penny  Bag  indicated  in  a  survey  that 
they  had  reduced  purchases  from 
Penny  Bag  and  had  increased  pur¬ 
chases  of  imported  handbags.  The  in¬ 
formation  developed  from  the  survey 
is  consistent  with  the  trends  for  the 
handbag  industry  in  general  which  re¬ 
flects  a  decline  in  domestic  production 
in  each  year  from  1974  to  1976  and  an 
increase  in  imports  in  the  same  period. 
The  number  of  Imports  exceeded  the 
number  of  domestically  produced 
handbags  in  1976. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increased  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  the  hand¬ 
bags  produced  at  the  Newburgh,  New' 
York  plant  of  Penny  Bag,  Inc.,  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  total 
or  partial  separation  of  workers  at  the 
plant  as  required  for  certification 
under  section  222  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Act,  I  make  the  following  certifica¬ 
tion: 

All  workers  at  the  Newburgh.  N.Y.,  plant 
of  Penny  Bag,  Inc.,  who  became  totally  or 
partially  separated  from  employment  on  or 
after  ^ptember  7,  1976,  are  eligible  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title 
II.  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this 
25th  day  of  November  1977, 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

tPR  Doc.  77-34906  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  ami 


[4510-28] 

CTA-W-18631 

PLAINS  BLOUSE,  INC,  PLAINS,  PA. 

Nagotiv*  Datarmbiation  Regarding  Eligibility 

Ta  Apply  for  Werfcor  Adiustmant  Assittaiica 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  TA-W-1863:  Investigation 
regarding  certification  of  eligibility  to 
apply  for  worker  adjustment  assis¬ 
tance  as  prescribed  in  section  222  of 
the  Act. 


The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  22,  1977,  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  March  22, 
1977,  which  was  filed  by  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Ladies  Garment  Workers  Union 
on  behalf  of  workers  and  former  work¬ 
ers  producing  blouses  at  Plains  Blouse. 
Inc.,  Plains,  Pa. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  5.  1977  (42  PR  18156).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Plains 
Blouse,  Inc.,  its  customers,  the  Nation¬ 
al  Cotton  Council  of  America,  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  Commission,  indus¬ 
try  analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  berome  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely: 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly"  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  the 
other  criteria  have  been  met.  the  in¬ 
vestigation  revealed  that  criterion  (4) 
has  not  been  met. 

A  survey  of  manufacturers  that  con¬ 
tract  Plains  Blouse,  Inc.,  indicated 
that  manufacturers’  sales  to  retail  cus¬ 
tomers  have  increased  from  1975  to 
1976  and  from  the  first  half  of  1977 
compared  to  the  same  period  in  1976. 
Manufacturers  either  decreased  orders 
with  Plains  Blouse.  Inc.,  and  increased 
orders  with  other  domestic  manufac¬ 
turers.  or  maintained  steady  orders 
with  Plains  Blouse.  Inc.,  and  increased 
orders  with  other  domestic  contrac¬ 
tors.  None  of  the  manufacturers  sur¬ 
veyed  use  a  foreign  source  of  supply. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increased  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  blouses 
produced  by  Plains  Blouse,  Inc.,  did 
not  contribute  importantly  to  the  de¬ 
cline  in  sales  or  production  and  to  the 
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total  or  partial  separations  of  workers 
at  that  firm,  as  required  in  section  222 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.  The  petition 
is,  therefore,  denied. 

Signed  at  Washington,'  D.C..  this 
30th  day  of  November  1977 

Harry  Grubert, 
Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 

[PR  Doc.  77-34907  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  ami 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2199] 

RAPPAHANNOCK  SPORTSWEAR  CO.,  INC, 
FREDERICKSBURG,  VA. 

Cortification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2199:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
July  7,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  July  5,  1977  which 
was  filed  by  three  workers  on  behalf 
of  workers  formerly  producing  men’s 
dress  trousers  at  the  Fredericksburg, 
Va.,  plant  of  the  Rappahannock 
Sportswear  Co.,  Inc. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
July  15.  1977,  (42  FR  37077).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  Rap¬ 
pahannock  Sportswear  Co.,  Inc.,  its 
customers,  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  the  U.S.  International 
Trade  Commission,  Industry  analysts 
and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely: 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  prcduction;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  "contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 


The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
all  of  the  above  criteria  have  been 
met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Employment  of  production  workers 
at  the  Fredericksburg,  Virginia  plant 
of  the  Rappahannock  Sportswear 
Company,  Inc.  decreased  2.8  percent 
in  1976  compared  to  1975  and  declined 
8  percent  in  the  first  half  of  1977  com¬ 
pared  to  the  first  half  of  1976.  All 
workers  were  laid  off  when  the  firm 
closed  in  June  1977. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Company  sales  of  men’s  dress  trou¬ 
sers  declined  14.4  percent  in  quantity 
in  1976  compared  to  1975  and  declined 

40.1  percent  in  the  first  half  of  1977 
compared  to  the  first  half  of  1976. 

Increased  Imports 

U.S.  imports  of  men’s  and  boys’ 
dress  and  sport  trousers  and  shorts  de¬ 
clined  from  55.3  million  units  in  1972 
to  39.8  million  units  in  1974.  Imports 
of  men’s  and  boys’  dress  and  sport 
trousers  and  shorts  then  increased  to 
55.5  million  units  and  73.2  million 
units  respectively,  in  1975  and  1976. 
Imports  further  increased  to  17.2  mil¬ 
lion  units  in  the  first  quarter  of  1977 
compared  to  14.6  million  units  in  the 
first  quarter  of  1976. 

The  ratio  of  imported  men’s  and 
boys’  dress  and  sport  trousers  to  do¬ 
mestic  production  declined  from  23.9 
percent  in  1972  to  21.9  percent  and 

18.2  percent,  respectively,  in  1973  and 
1974.  The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic 
production  increa.sed  to  34.1  percent 
and  41.9  percent,  respectively,  in  1975 
and  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Rappahannock  Sportswear  was  a 
contractor  that  produced  men’s  dress 
trousers  for  one  manufacturer.  The 
largest  customer  of  this  manufacturer 
reduced  purchases  of  men’s  dress  trou¬ 
sers  from  the  manufacturer  by  25  per¬ 
cent  from  1975  to  1976  and  purchased 
nothing  from  the  firm  in  the  first  half 
of  1977.  This  customer  increased  pur¬ 
chases  of  imported  men’s  dress  trou¬ 
sers  by  279  percent  from  1975  to  1976. 
Imports  of  men’s  dress  trousers  repre¬ 
sented  44  percent  of  the  customer’s 
total  purchases  of  men’s  dress  trousers 
in  1976  compared  to  9  percent  in  1975. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  men’s  dress  trou¬ 
sers  produced  at  the  Fredericksburg, 
Virginia  plant  of  the  Rappahannock 
Sportswear  Company,  Inc.  contributed 
importantly  to  the  decrease  in  sales 


and  production  and  to  the  total  or  par¬ 
tial  separation  of  the  workers  of  that 
plant. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Act,  I  make  the  following  certifica¬ 
tion: 

All  employees  at  the  Fredericksburg,  Vir¬ 
ginia  plant  of  the  Rappahannock  Sports¬ 
wear  Company,  Inc.  who  became  totally  or 
partially  separated  from  employment  on  or 
after  June  29,  1976  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  ’Title  II,  Chap¬ 
ter  2  of  the  ’Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this' 
25th  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34908  FUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am) 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-1999] 

READING  INDUSTRIES,  INC,  READING,  PA. 

Cortification  Rogordlng  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Workor  Adjustmont  Aitistonco 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-1999;  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  21,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  April  21,  1977 
which  was  filed  by  the  United  Steel¬ 
workers  of  America  on  behalf  of  work¬ 
ers  and  former  workers  producing 
brass  and  copper  tubing  at  Reading  In¬ 
dustries,  Inc.,  Reading,  Pa. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  6,  1977  (42  FR  23216).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  Reading  Industries, 
its  customers,  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  the  U.S.  International 
Trade  Commission,  industry  analysts, 
and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  I'hat  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  improted  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 
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(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  Cs  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Employment  of  production  workers 
by  Reading  Industries.  Inc.  decreased 
3.6  percent  in  1976  compared  to  1975 
and  decreased  28.1  percent  during  the 
first  quarter  of  1977  compared  to  the 
same  period  in  1976. 

Employment  of  salaried  workers  of 
Reading  Industries,  Inc.  decreased  9.4 
percent  in  1976  compared  to  1975,  and 
decreased  11.4  percent  during  the  first 
Quarter  of  1977  compared  to  the  same 
period  in  1975. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Production  of  brass  and  copper 
tubing  by  Reading  Industries.  Inc.  de¬ 
creased  7.1  percent  during  the  second 
quarter  of  1976  compared  to  the  previ¬ 
ous  quarter,  and  continued  to  decrease 
through  the  first  quarter  of  1977.  Pro¬ 
duction  decreased  7.6  percent  during 
the  third  quarter  of  1976  compared  to 
the  second  quarter,  decreased  26.6  per¬ 
cent  during  the  fourth  quarter  of  1976 
compared  to  the  third  quarter,  and  de¬ 
creased  15.1  percent  during  the  first 
quarter  of  1977  compared  to,  the 
fourth  quarter  of  1976. 

Increased  Imports 

United  States  imports  of  brass  and 
copper  pipe  and  tubing  were  recorded 
at  105  million  pounds  in  1972,  de¬ 
creased  to  103  million  pounds  in  1973, 
decreased  to  71  million  pounds  in  1974, 
decreased  to  56  million  pounds  in  1975, 
increased  in  1976  to  81  million  pounds, 
and  increased  to  43  million  pounds 
during  the  first  quarter  of  1977  com¬ 
pared  to  39  million  pounds  for  the 
same  period  in  1976. 

United  States  imports  of  copper  pipe 
and  tubing  were  recorded  at  52  million 
pounds  in  1972,  increased  to  55  million 
pounds  in  1973,  decreased  to  31  million 
pounds  in  1974,  decreased  to  24  million 
pounds  in  1975,  increased  in  1976  to  34 
million  pounds,  and  increased  during 
the  first  quarter  of  1977  to  19  million 
pounds  compared  to  16  million  pounds 
for  the  same  period  in  1976. 

United  States  imports  of  brass  pipe 
and  tubing  were  recorded  at  53  million 
pounds  in  1972,  decreased  to  48  million 
pounds  in  1973,  decreased  to  40  million 
pounds  in  1974,  decreased  to  32  million 
pounds  in  1975,  increased  in  1975  to  47 
oiillion  pounds,  and  increased  to  24 
million  pounds  during  the  first  quar¬ 
ter  of  1977  compared  to  the  same 
period  in  1976. 

The  imports  to  domestic  shipments 
ratio  for  brass  and  copper  pipe  and 


tubing  decreased  from  11.6  percent  in 
1972  to  10.4  percent  in  1973,  decreaused 
to  9.3  percent  in  1974.  increased  in 

1975  to  9.9  percent  and  increased  in 

1976  to  12  percent. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Customers  responding  to  the  survey 
indicated  that  they  had  switched  their 
purchases  of  copper  and  brass  tubing 
from  Reading  Industries,  Inc.  to  for¬ 
eign  sources  during  the  1975-1977 
period.  Customers  cited  the  lower 
price  of  imported  steel  as  the  primary 
reason  for  their  increased  importation 
of  copper  and  brass  pipe  and  tubing. 

Conclusion 

After  care  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  copper  and  brass 
tubing  produced  by  Reading  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  Reading,  Pa.,  contributed 
importantly  to  the  total  or  partial  sep¬ 
aration  of  workers  at  the  plant.  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  I  make  the  following  certification; 

All  workers  engaged  In  employment  relat¬ 
ed  to  the  production  of  copper  and  brass 
tubing  at  Reading  Industries,  Reading,  Pa., 
who  became  totally  or  partially  separated 
from  employment  on  or  after  April  1,  1976 
are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assis¬ 
tance  under  Title  II.  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this 
25th  day  of  November  1977. 

James  P.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

tFR  Doc.  77-34909  PQed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-21851 

REIOBORD  BROTHERS  CO.,  INC,  ELKINS,  W. 

VA. 

Cerlificatien  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Workor  Adiustmant  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  TA-W-2185:  Investigation 
regarding  certification  of  eligibility  to 
apply  for  worker  adjustment  assis¬ 
tance  as  prescribed  in  section  222  of 
the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
June  29,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  June  28,  1977 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  men’s 
work  shirts  and  trousers  at  the  Elkins, 
W.  Va.  plant  of  Reidbord  Brothers 
Co.,  Inc.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  The  Depart¬ 
ment’s  investigation  revealed  that 
men’s  denim  jackets  and  jeans  are  also 
produced  at  the  plant. 

'The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 


July  12,  1977  (42  FR  35903).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Reidbord 
Brothers  Co.,  its  customers,  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  the  U,S.  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  Commission,  indus¬ 
try  analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actu^  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  Department’s  investigation  has 
revealed  that  all  of  the  above  criteria 
have  been  met  for  the  Elkins  plant. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  at  the  EUkins  plant  declined 
16  percent  from  1974  to  1975,  declined 
7  percent  from  1975  to  1976,  and  de¬ 
clined  36  percent  in  the  €irst  6  months 
of  1977  compared  to  the  like  period  of 
1976. 

Workers  are  not  separately  identifi¬ 
able  by  product  line. 

Sales,  Production,  or  Both  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Company  sales  records  are  main¬ 
tained  for  fiscal  year  periods  begin¬ 
ning  December  1,  of  the  previous  year. 

Total  company  sales  including  all 
five  company  plants,  declined  8  per¬ 
cent  in  value,  from  fiscal  year  1974  to 
fiscal  year  1975  and  increased  17  per¬ 
cent  from  fiscal  year  1975  to  fiscal 
year  1976.  Total  company  sales  de¬ 
clined  6  percent,  in  value,  in  the  last  6 
months  of  fiscal  year  1976  (June 
through  November)  compared  to  the 
like  period  of  fiscal  year  1975.  Total 
company  sales  declined  12  percent,  in 
value,  in  the  first  6  months  of  fiscal 
year  1977  (December  through  May) 
compared  to  the  like  period  of  fiscal 
year  1976. 

Production  of  men’s  work  shirts, 
denim  Jackets,  work  trousers,  and 
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jeans  at  the  Elkins  plant  declined  18 
percent,  in  quantity,  from  1974  to  1975 
(calendar  year)  and  declined  16  per¬ 
cent  from  1975  to  1976.  Production  at 
the  plant  declined  21  percent  in  the 
first  6  months  of  1977  compared  to  the 
like  period  of  1976. 

In  1976,  production  at  the  plant  con¬ 
sisted  of  36  percent  shirts,  8  percent 
jackets,  and  56  percent  work  trousers 
and  jeans.  Work  trouser  production 
was  discontinued  in  January  1977. 

Production  is  not  transferred  be¬ 
tween  any  of  the  Reidbord  Brothers 
Co.  plants. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  woven 
sport  shirts  declined,  in  absolute 
terms,  from  1972  to  1973,  increased 
from  1973  to  1974,  and  increased  from 

1974  to  1975.  Imports  increased  31  per¬ 
cent  from  1975  to  1976  and  then  de¬ 
clined  48  percent  in  the  first  6  months 
of  1977  compared  to  the  like  period  of 
1976.  The  ratios  of  imports  to  domes¬ 
tic  production  and  consiunption  in¬ 
creased  from  38.7  percent  and  28.9  per¬ 
cent,  respectively,  in  1975  to  48.6  per¬ 
cent  and  33.6  percent,  respectively  in 
1976. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  cotton 
and  man  made  fiber  work  shirts  in¬ 
creased,  in  absolute  terms,  from  1972 
to  1973,  increased  from  1973  to  1974, 
and  declined  from  1974  to  1975.  Im¬ 
ports  declined  17  percent  from  1975  to 

1976  and  then  increased  6  percent  in 
the  first  6  months  of  1977  compared  to 
the  like  period  of  1976.  The  ratios  of 
imports  to  domestic  production  and 
consumption  declined  from  200.6  per¬ 
cent  and  66.7  percent,  respectively,  in 

1975  to  103.8  percent  and  50.9  percent, 
respectively,  in  1976.  The  ratios  of  im¬ 
ports  to  domestic  production  has  ex¬ 
ceeded  100  percent  in  each  year  since 
1973. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  woven 
cotton  and  man  made  fiber  work  trou¬ 
sers  and  one-piece  suits,  in  absolute 
terms,  declined  from  1972  to  1973,  in¬ 
creased  from  1973  to  1974,  and  in¬ 
creased  from  1974  to  1975.  Imports  de¬ 
clined  9  percent  from  1975  to  1976  and 
then  increased  4  percent  in  the  first  6 
months  of  1977  compared  to  the  like 
period  of  1976.  The  ratios  of  imports 
to  domestic  production  and  consump¬ 
tion  declined  from  3.5  percent  and  3.4 
percent,  respectively,  in  1975  to  2.8 
percent  and  2.8  percent,  respectively, 
in  1976. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  dress  and 
sport  trousers,  including  jeans  and 
shorts,  in  absolute  terms,  declined 
from  1972  to  1973,  declined  from  1973 
to  1974,  and  increased  from  1974  to 

1975.  Imports  increased  32  percent 
from  1975  to  1976  and  then  declined 
17  percent  in  the  first  6  months  of 

1977  compared  to  the  like  period  of 

1976.  The  ratios  of  imports  to  domes¬ 
tic  production  and  consumption  in¬ 


creased  from  34.1  percent  and  25.4  per¬ 
cent,  respectively,  in  1975  to  41.9  per¬ 
cent  and  29.5  percent,  respectively,  in 
1976. 

Imports  of  men's  and  boys’  non-tai- 
lored  outer  jackets,  in  absolute  terms, 
increased  from  1972  to  1973,  declined 
from  1973  to  1974  and  declined  from 
1974  to  1975.  Imports  increased  1  per¬ 
cent  from  1975  to  1976  and  increased 
21  percent  in  the  first  6  months  of 
1977  compared  to  the  like  period  of 
1976.  The  ratios  of  imports  to  domes¬ 
tic  production  and  consumption  in¬ 
creased  from  28.1  percent  and  21.9  per¬ 
cent,  respectively,  in  1974  to  34.6  per¬ 
cent  and  25.7  percent,  respectively,  in 
1975.  Data  on  domestic  production  was 
not  available  for  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Customers  of  Reidbord  Brothers 
were  surveyed  by  OTAA  regarding 
their  purchases  of  men’s  work  shirts, 
denim  jackets,  work  trousers,  and 
jeans.  The  survey  revealed  that  cus¬ 
tomers  had  reduced  purchases  of 
men’s  work  clothes  from  Reidbord  in 
1976  and  1977  and  had  increased  pur¬ 
chases  of  imports. 

According  to  these  customers,  the 
lower  price  of  denim  from  the  Far 
East  and  the  superior  construction  of 
imported  garments  influenced  their 
decision  to  shift  to  imports. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  men’s  work  shirts, 
work  trousers,  denim  jackets,  and 
jeans  produced  at  the  Elkins,  W.  Va. 
plant  of  Reidbord  Brothers  Co.,  Inc., 
Pittsburgh.  Pa.,  contributed  impor¬ 
tantly  to  the  decline  in  sales  or  pro¬ 
duction  and  to  the  total  or  partial  sep¬ 
aration  of  the  workers  of  that  plant. 
In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Act,  I  make  the  following  certifica¬ 
tion: 

All  workers  at  the  Elkins,  W.  Va.  plant  of 
Reidbord  Brothers  Co.,  Inc.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
who  becalne  totally  or  partially  separated 
from  employment  on  or  after  June  23,  1976 
are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assis¬ 
tance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2,  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
30th  day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grubert, 
Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 

[PR  Doc.  77-34910  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2394] 

RUPP  CHEVROLET  CORP.,  LYNBROOK,  N.Y. 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eligibility 
To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2394:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
September  28,  1977  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  September 
26.  1977  which  was  filed  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  engaged 
in  the  sale  and  service  of  new  and  used 
automobiles  at  Rupp  Chevrolet  Corp.. 
Lynbrook,  N.Y. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Oc¬ 
tober  14.  1977  (42  FR  55315).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none, was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Rupp 
Chevrolet  Corp.,  and  Department 
files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met; 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers'  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

If  any  of  the  above  criteria  is  not 
satisfied,  a  negative  determination 
must  be  made. 

Rupp  Chevrolet  Corp.,  does  not  pro¬ 
duce  an  article  within  the  meaning  of 
section  222(3)  of  the  Act  and  this  De¬ 
partment  has  already  determined  that 
the  performance  of  services  are  not 
covered  by  the  adjustment  assistance 
program.  See  Notice  of  Determination 
in  Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc. 
(TA-W-153.  40  FR  54639).  The  only 
question  in  this  case  is  whether  Chev¬ 
rolet  Motors  Division  of  General 
Motors  Corp.,  i.e.,  a  firm  which  pro¬ 
duces  an  article,  namely  automobiles. 
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and  for  whom  the  service  is  provided, 
can  be  considered  the  “workers’  firm.” 
The  Department  has  also  previously 
determined  that  an  independent  firm 
for  whom  such  services  are  provided 
cannot  be  considered  the  “workers’ 
firm.”  See  Notice  of  Determination  in 
Nu-Car  Driveaway,  Inc.  (TA-W-393,  41 
FR  12749). 

Prior  to  August  31,  1977,  Rupp 
Chevrolet  Corp.,  was  an  independently 
owned  and  operated  automobile  deal¬ 
ership.  General  Motors  Corp.,  had  no 
capital  or  financial  investment  in  the 
dealership  and  no  control  over  its  op¬ 
eration. 

The  dealership  operated  under  a 
franchise  agreement  that  is  contracted 
between  all  independent  dealers  and 
Chevrolet  Motors  Division  of  General 
Motors  Corp.  The  franchise  agree¬ 
ment  governs  the  \ise  of  trademarks, 
delivery  of  automobiles  to  the  dealer¬ 
ship  and  establishes  the  standards 
with  respect  to  the  facilities  main¬ 
tained  by  the  dealership.  The  fran¬ 
chise  agreement  does  not  give  Chevro¬ 
let  any  voice  in  the  operation  of  the 
dealership  nor  the  power  to  force  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  terms  of  the  agree¬ 
ment. 

On  August  31,  1977,  Rupp  Chevrolet 
terminated  its  franchise  agreement 
with  Chevrolet  Motors  Division.  The 
decision  was  based  on  the  corpora¬ 
tion’s  belief  that  it  would  be  more 
profitable  to  seel  used  cars  exclusively. 

The  workers  upon  whose  behalf  this 
petition  was  filed  were  hired  and  are 
paid  by  Rupp  Chevrolet  Corp.  They 
are  supervised  by  Rupp  Chevrolet  per¬ 
sonnel  only.  All  employment  benfits 
which  they  receive  are  provided  by 
Rupp  ChevTolet. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  issues 
and  facts  involved,  I  have  determined 
that  services  of  the  kind  provided  by 
Rupp  Chevrolet  Corp.,  are  not  “arti¬ 
cles”  within  the  meaning  of  section 
222(3)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974,  and 
that  the  Chevrolet  Motors  Division  of 
General  Motors  Corp.,  cannot  be  con¬ 
sidered  the  “workers’  firm.”  The  peti¬ 
tion  for  trade  adjustment  assistance  is, 
therefore,  denied. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
30th  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34911  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

(TA-W-2217] 

SHAM-O-KIN  SHOE  CORP.,  SHAMOKIN,  PA. 

Certification  Rogarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worlcor  Ad|u«tmant  Ascistanc* 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  'Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 


of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2217:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
July  19.  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  July  19,  1977 
which  was  filed  by  the  Boot  and  Shoe 
Workers  Union  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing 
women’s  and  children’s  footwear  at 
the  Shamokin,  Pa.,  plant  of  Sham-O- 
Kin  Shoe  Corp. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  2,  1977,  (42  FR  39158).  No 
public  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Sham-O- 
Kin  Shoe  Corporation,  its  customers, 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
the  U.S.  International  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion,  industry  analysts,  and  Depart¬ 
ment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to-  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  mesuis  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
all  four  of  the  above  criteria  have  been 
met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  increased  7.4  percent  from 
1975  to  1976.  In  the  first  quarter  of 
1977,  the  average  number  of  produc¬ 
tion  workers  decreased  26.7  percent 
compared  to  the  same  period  of  1976. 

Saixs  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Production  in  quantity  decreased  2.3 
percent  from  1975  to  1976.  In  the  first 
quarter  of  1977,  production  decreased 
53.3  percent  compared  to  the  same 
period  of  1976. 


Increased  Imports 

Import  s  of  women’s  and  misses  non¬ 
rubber  footwear  increased  from  1972 
to  1973  from  204.2  million  pairs  to 
218.4  million  pairs.  The  volume  of  im¬ 
ports  fell  to  187.6  million  pairs  in  1974 
and  rose  in  1975  to  190.7  million  pairs. 
In  the  first  quarter  of  1977  the  volume 
of  imports  was  48.9  million  pairs  com¬ 
pared  to  60.3  million  pairs  in  the  same 
period  of  1976. 

Imports  of  children’s  nonrubber 
footwear,  except  athletic,  decreased 
from  17  million  pairs  in  1972,  to  14 
million  pairs  in  1973,  to  12.2  million: 
pairs  in  1974  and  to  11.1  million  pairs 
in  1975.  In  1976,  the  volume  of  imports 
increased  to  15.8  million  pairs.  In  the 
first  quarter  of  1977,  imports  were  4.8 
million  pairs  compared  to  5  million 
pairs  in  the  same  period  of  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

A  survey  of  seven  of  Sham-O-Kin 
Shoe  Corp.’s  major  customers  revealed 
that  these  customers  have  decreased 
purchases  from  Sham-O-Kin  and  in¬ 
creased  their  purchases  of  imported 
footwear. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with 
women’s  and  children’s  footwear  pro¬ 
duced  by  Sham-O-Kin  Shoe  Corp.  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions  of  workers  of  that  firm.  In  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  I 
make  the  following  certification; 

All  workers  of  Sham-O-Kin  Shoe  Jorpora- 
tion,  Shamokin,  Pa.,  who  became  totally  or 
partially  separated  from  employment  on  or 
after  June  29,  1976  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  imder  Title  II,  Chap¬ 
ter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
30th  day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grubert, 
Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34912  Filed  12-5-77;  8.45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-1965] 

SHELBURNE  SHIRT  CO.,  FALL  RIVER,  MASS. 

Carfification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Workar  Adjuttmanl  Astiitanca 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-1965:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  7,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  that  date  which 
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was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  men’s  shirts 
at  the  Fall  River.  Mass,  plant  of  Shel¬ 
burne  Shirt  Co. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
AprU  15.  1977  (42  FR  19939).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Shelburne 
Shirt  Co.,  its  customers,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  CJommerce.  the  International 
Trade  Commission,  industry  analysts 
and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers'  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated: 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely: 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production:  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
all  of  the  above  criteria  have  been 
met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Average  production  employment  at 
Shelburne  declined  8  percent  in  1975 
from  1974,  remained  the  same  in  1976 
as  1975,  declined  5  percent  in  the 
fourth  quarter  of  1976  compared  to 
the  fourth  quarter  of  1975  and  de¬ 
clined  8  percent  in  the  first  quarter  of 
1977  compared  to  the  first  quarter  of 
1976. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

All  production  is  to  customer  order 
so  sales  equal  production. 

Production  at  the  plant  decreased  19 
percent  in  quantity  in  1975  from  1974, 
Increased  14  percent  in  1976  from  1975 
and  declined  23  percent  in  the  first 
quarter  of  1977  compared  to  the  first 
quarter  of  1976. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  knit 
sport  and  dress  shirts  increased  in  ab¬ 
solute  terms,  from  1972  to  1973,  de¬ 
creased  from  1973  to  1974,  and  in¬ 


creased  from  1974  to  1975.  Imports  in¬ 
creased  12  percent  from  1975  to  1976 
and  decreased  1  percent  in  the  first 
quarter  of  1977  compared  to  the  first 
quarter  of  1976.  The  ratios  of  imports 
to  domestic  production  and  consump¬ 
tion  decreased  from  22.9  percent  and 

18.6  percent,  respectively,  in  1975  to 

22.6  percent  and  18.4  percent,  respec¬ 
tively.  in  1976, 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  woven 
dress,  business,  sport  and  uniform 
shirts  decreased  in  absolute  terms, 
from  1972  to  1973,  increased  from  1973 
to  1974,  and  increased  from  1974  to 
1975.  Imports  increased  57  percent 
from  1975  to  1976  and  increased  15 
percent  in  the  first  quarter  of  1977 
compared  to  the  first  quarter  of  1976. 
The  ratios  of  imports  to  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  and  consumption  increased 
from  36.8  percent  and  27.9  percent,  re¬ 
spectively.  in  1975  to  53.9  percent  and 
35.9  percent,  respectively,  in  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Customers  of  Shelburne  indicated 
that  they  had  decreased  purchases  of 
shirts  from  Shelburne  and  had  in¬ 
creased  purchases  of  imported  shirts. 

Declines  in  employment  at  Shel¬ 
burne  preceded  production  declines 
because  of  initial  declines  in  the  de¬ 
partments  related  to  the  early  stages 
of  production.  As  orders  to  Shelburne 
began  declining,  production  cutbacks 
would  be  made  first  in  the  cutting  de¬ 
partments.  These  production  cutbacks 
are  reflected  later  in  the  declines  of 
finished  garments  produced. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  men’s  shirts  pro¬ 
duced  by  Shelburne  Shirt  Co..  Fall 
River.  Mass.,  contributed  importantly 
to  the  decline  in  sales  and  production 
and  to  the  total  or  partial  separation 
of  workers  at  that  point.  In  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  I 
make  the  following  certification: 

All  workers  at  the  Fall  River,  Mass,  plant 
of  Shelburne  Shirt  Co.  who  became  totally 
or  partially  separated  from  employment  on 
or  after  October  1,  1976  are  eligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title  II. 
Chapter  2  of  the  'Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this 
30th  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doc.  77-34913  FUed  12-5-77;  8:45  ami 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-1779] 

STANGl  POHERY,  TRENTON,  N.J. 

Certification  Ragarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Woricar  Adjuitmant  Atcittonc* 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-1779:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  8,  1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  March  7,  1977 
which  was  filed  by  the  International 
Brotherhood  of  Pottery  and  Allied 
Workers  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  earthen 
table  and  kitchen  articles  at  Stangl 
Pottery,  Trenton.  N.J. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  22.  1977  (42  FR  15477).  No 
public  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Stangl 
Pottery,  its  customers,  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Inter¬ 
national  'Trade  Commission,  industry 
analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance.  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
’Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met; 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  'That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
ail  four  of  the  above  criteria  have  been 
met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  employed  at  Stangl  Pottery 
declined  5.8  percent  from  1975  to  1976. 

Employment  of  salaried  workers  de¬ 
clined  7.4  percent  from  1975  to  1976. 
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Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  of  earthenware  at  Stangl  Pot¬ 
tery  decreased  10.1  percent  In  value  in 
1976  compared  to  1976. 

Increased  Imports 

Imi>orts  of  earthen  table  and  kitch¬ 
en  articles,  a  category  which  includes 
dinnerware,  decreased  in  quantity 
from  17,673  thousand  dozen  pieces  in 
1972  to  15,994  thousand  dozen  pieces 
in  1973,  to  14,391  thousand  dozen 
pieces  in  1974  and  to  14,382  thousand 
dozen  pieces  in  1975.  In  1976  imports 
increased  to  19,165  thousand  dozen 
pieces. 

The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic 
production  increased  from  133.1  per¬ 
cent  in  1972  to  135.2  percent  in  1973 
and  to  140.8  percent  in  1974.  The  ratio 
fell  to  134.5  percent  in  1975  but  in¬ 
creased  to  195.6  percent  in  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

A  survey  of  some  customers  of 
Stangl  Pottery  indicated  that  some  of 
those  customers  have  decreased  pur¬ 
chases  from  Stangl  Pottery  and  in¬ 
creased  purchases  of  imported  earth- 
ware.  There  was  a  consensus  among 
these  customers  that  imported  earth¬ 
enware  was  being  offered  at  prices 
below  that  of  the  earthenware  pro¬ 
duced  by  Stangl  Pottery. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  earth¬ 
en  table  and  kitchen  articles  produced 
by  Stangl  Pottery,  Trenton,  N.J.  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  total  or 
partial  separations  of  workers  of  that 
plant.  In  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Act,  I  make  the  following 
certification: 

All  workers  at  Stangl  Pottery,  Trenton, 
N.J.  who  became  totally  or  partially  sepa¬ 
rated  from  employment  on  or  after  March 
2,  1976  are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Title  II.  Chapter  2  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  23d 
day  of  November  1977. 

James  P.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 

[PR  Doc.  77-34914  PUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 

[4510-28] 

[TA-W-19821 

TITANIUM  PIGMENT  DIVISION,  NL  INDUSTRIES, 
INC,  SOUTH  AMBOY,  N J. 

Certification  Rogording  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Werfcor  Adivstmont  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  of  1974  the  De¬ 


partment  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  TA-W-1982:  Investigation  re¬ 
garding  certification  of  eligibility  to 
apply  for  worker  adjustment  assis¬ 
tance  as  prescribed  in  section  222  of 
the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  14,  1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  April  11,  1977, 
which  was  filed  by  the  Oil,  Chemical, 
and  Atomic  Workers’  Union  on  behalf 
of  workers  and  former  workers  pro¬ 
ducing  titanium  dioxide  pigment  at 
the  South  Amboy,  N.J.  (Sayreville), 
plant  of  the  Titanium  Pigment  Divi¬ 
sion  of  NL  Industries,  Inc. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  29,  1977  (42  PR  21874).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  NL  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  its  customers,  the  U.S.  pe- 
partment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Inter¬ 
national  Trade  Commission,  industry 
analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  "contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  imi>ortant 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
all  of  the  above  criteria  have  been 
met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

All  production  workers  were  on 
strike  from  February  1,  1976,  to  Janu¬ 
ary  24,  1977.  On  January  24,  1977,  NL 
placed  most  workers  on  layoff  status 
pending  repair  of  the  damaged  plant 
facilities  caused  by  the  shutdown, 
there  have  been  no  layoffs  at  the 
plant  since  January  24,  1977,  and 
workers  are  gradually  being  recalled  as 
production  resumes.  ’The  employment 
of  production  workers  has  not  at¬ 
tained  the  levels  of  employment  prior 
to  the  strike. 


Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Plant  sales,  in  quantity,  of  titanium 
dioxide  pigment  declined  51  percent  in 
1976  compared  to  1975  and  declined 
85.9  percent  in  the  first  half  of  1977 
compared  to  the  first  half  of  1976. 

Plant  production,  in  quantity,  of  ti¬ 
tanium  dioxide  pigment  declined  58.1 
percent  in  1976  compared  to  1975  and 
declined  93.3  percent  in  the  first  half 
of  1977  compared  to  the  first  half  of 
1976. 

Increased  Imports 

U.S.  imports  of  titanium  dioxide  pig¬ 
ment  declined  in  each  year  from  1972, 
when  imports  totalled  86,379  short 
tons  through  1975,  when  imports  to¬ 
talled  26,503  short  tons.  U.S.  imports 
increased  to  68,816  short  tons  in  1976. 
Imports  increased  from  35,301  short 
tons  in  the  first  half  of  1976  to  51,336 
short  tons  in  the  first  half  of  1977. 

The  ratio  of  imported  titanium  diox¬ 
ide  pigment  to  domestic  production  de¬ 
clined  from  12  percent  in  1972  to  7.7 
percent  and  4.4  percent,  respectively, 
in  1973  and  1974.  The  ratio  of  imports 
to  domestic  production  remained  at 
4.4  percent  in  1975  and  increased  to  9.6 
percent  in  1976. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Major  customers  purchasing  titan¬ 
ium  dioxide  pigment  produced  at  the 
South  Amboy,  N.J.  (Sayreville),  plant 
of  NL  Industries  decreased  purchases 
from  NL  while  increasing  purchases  of 
imported  titanium  dioxide  pigment  in 
1976  and  the  first  half  of  1977. 

During  the  strike  at  the  Sayreville 
plant.  NL  furnished  customers  with  ti¬ 
tanium  dioxide  pigment  supplied  by 
the  company’s  international  network 
of  plants.  Company  imports,  in  quanti¬ 
ty,  increased  1,350.2  percent  in  1976 
compared  to  1975  and  increased  135.9 
percent  in  the  first  half  of  1977  com¬ 
pared  to  the  first  half  of  1976. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  titanium  dioxide 
pigment  produced  at  the  South 
Amboy,  N.J.  (Sayreville),  plant  of  the 
’Titanium  Pigment  Division  of  NL  In¬ 
dustries,  Inc.,  contributed  importantly 
to  the  decrease  in  sales  or  production 
and  to  the  total  or  partial  separation 
of  the  workers  of  that  plant. 

Section  231  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
states  that  payment  of  a  trade  read¬ 
justment  allowance  shall  be  made  to  a 
worker  only  if  such  worker  had  at 
least  26  weeks  of  employment  at  wages 
of  $30  or  more  a  week  in  adversely  af¬ 
fected  employment  with  a  single  firm 
or  subdivision  of  a  firm  in  the  52 
weeks  immediately  preceding  total  or 
partial  separation.  Under  the  Employ- 
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ment  and  Training  Administration's 
interpretation  of  section  231(2)  of  the 
Trade  Act,  “wages”  does  not  include 
“strike  benefits”.  Since  production 
workers  at  the  Sayreville  plant  were 
on  strike  for  51  weeks  prior  to  the 
layoff  on  January  24.  1977,  such  work¬ 
ers  may  not  meet  the  individual  quali¬ 
fying  requirements  of  section  231. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Act.  I  make  the  following  certifica¬ 
tion: 

All  employees  at  the  South  Amboy,  NJ. 
(Sayreville),  plant  of  the  Titanium  Pig¬ 
ments  Division  of  NTL  Industries,  Inc.,  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  January  24,  1977, 
are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assis¬ 
tance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  23d 
day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grubert, 
Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 

IFR  Doc.  77-34915  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-2214] 

TYCO  INDUSTRIES,  INC,  WOODBURY  HEIGHTS, 
N.J. 

Certificalien  Ragariiiog  Eiigibilily  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustmont  Assutonco 

In  awMsordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-2214:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
July  18,  1977,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  July  18,  1977, 
which  as  filed  by  workers  of  Tyco  In¬ 
dustries.  Inc.,  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  HO 
gauge  steam  and  diesel  locomotive  and 
rolling  stock  and  roadracing  set  track 
at  the  Woodbury  Heights.  N.J,  plant 
of  Tyco  Industries,  Inc. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  2.  1977  (42  FR  39156).  No 
public  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
was  held. 

The  Information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
^principally  from  officials  of  Tyco  In¬ 
dustries.  Inc.,  and  its  customers,  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  the 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission, 
industry  analysts,  and  Department 
files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance.  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such*  workers’  firm,  or 


an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly’’  means  a  cause  which  Is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

This  investigation  has  revealed  that 
all  four  of  the  above  criteria  have  been 
met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Employment  of  production  W'orkers 
at  the  Woodbury  Heights,  N.J.,  plant 
of  Tyco  Industries.  Inc.,  decreased  12.6 
percent  in  1976  compared  to  1975,  and 
decrea.sed  52.5  percent  during  the  first 
half  of  1977  compared  to  the  same 
period  in  1976. 

The  average  number  of  hours 
worked  by  production  workers  at  the 
Woodbury  Heights  plant  decreased  9.3 
percent  in  1976  compared  to  1975,  and 
decreased  52.7  percent  during  the  first 
half  of  1977  compared  to  the  same 
period  in  1976. 

All  employees  were  laid  off  when 
Tyco  Industries  ceased  operations  at 
the  plant  on  July  1,  1977. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Production  at  Woodbury  Heights 
plant  of  Tyco  Industries,  Inc.,  de¬ 
creased  58.8  percent  during  the  first  6 
months  of  1977  compared  to  the  same 
period  in  1976.  All  production  ceased 
on  July  1,  1977,  when  the  Woodbury 
Heights  plant  was  closed. 

Increased  Imports 

A.  toy  trains  and  equipment 

The  value  of  U.S.  imports  of  toy 
trains  and  equipment  increased  from 
$10  million  in  1972  to  $18.9  million  in 
1973,  increased  to  $24  million  in  1974, 
decreased  in  1975  to  $19.6  million,  de¬ 
creased  in  1976  to  $18.8  million,  but  in¬ 
creased  to  $9.9  million  during  the  first 
6  months  of  1977  compared  to  $7.6 
million  for  the  same  period  in  1976. 

The  imports  to  domestic  shipments 
ratio  for  toy  trains  and  equipment  in¬ 
creased  from  32.3  percent  in  1972  to 
49.7  percent  in  1973,  decreased  to  46.3 
percent  in  1974,  decreased  in  1975  to 
40  percent  and  decreased  in  1976  to 
38.4  percent. 

B.  toy  roadracing  sets 

The  value  of  U.S.  imports  of  roa¬ 
dracing  sets,  accessories  and  parts  in¬ 


creased  from  $388.4  thousand  in  1972 
to  $407.6  thousand  in  1973,  decreased 
to  $382.3  thousand  in  1974,  decreased 
in  1975  to  $359.8  thousand,  increased 
in  1976  to  $634.2  thousand,  and  in¬ 
creased  to  $199.2  thousand  during  the 
first  6  months  of  1977  compared  to  • 
$152.7  thousand  for  the  same  period  in 
1976. 

The  imports  to  domestic  shipments 
ratio  for  toy  roadracing  sets  remained 
at  0.6  percent  from  1972  through  1974, 
decreased  to  0.5  percent  in  1975,  but 
increased  in  1976  to  0.8  percent. 

Contributed  Importantly 

All  customers  responding  to  survey 
stated  that  at  least  50  percent  of  HO 
gauge  train  sets  and  roadracing  sets 
purchased  domestically  were  manufac¬ 
tured  offshore. 

Over  the  past  3  years.  Tyco  Indus¬ 
tries.  Inc.  has  been  relocating  its  pro¬ 
duction  operations  from  its  Woodbury 
Heights.  N.J.  plant  to  its  overseas  fa¬ 
cilities.  As  of  July  1,  1977,  all  produc¬ 
tion  at  the  Woodbury  Heights  plant 
ceased  and  all  workers  were  laid  off. 
Items  formerly  produced  at  the  Wood¬ 
bury  Heights  plant  are  now  being 
manufactured  offshore. 

Tyco  Industry  imports  of  HO  gauge 
train  set  items  and  accessories,  and 
roadracing  set  items  and  accessories 
increased  20.5  percent  in  1976  com¬ 
pared  to  1975.  and  increased  85.8  per¬ 
cent  during  the  first  6  months  of  1977 
compared  to  the  same  period  in  1976. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation.  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  like  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  with  HO  gauge 
diesel  and  steam  locomotives  and  roll¬ 
ing  stock,  and  roadracing  set  track 
produced  at  the  Woodbury  Heights. 
N.J.  plant  of  Tyco  Industries.  Inc., 
contributed  importantly  to  the  total 
or  partial  separation  of  workers  at  the 
plant.  In  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Act.  I  make  the  following 
certification: 

All  workers  engaged  in  employment  relat¬ 
ed  to  the  HO  gauge  diesel  and  steam  loco¬ 
motives  and  rolling  stock,  and  roadracing 
set  track  at  the  Woodbury  Heights,  N.J. 
plant  of  Tyco  Industries,  Inc.,  who  became 
totally  or  partially  separated  from  employ¬ 
ment  on  or  after  September  27. 1976.  are  eli¬ 
gible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  II.  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this 
25th  day  of  November  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 
[FR  Doc.  77-34916  FUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 
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[4510-28] 

[TA-W-18361 

VAL  SPORTSWEAR  CO.,  WILKES-BARRE,  PA. 

N«9aMv«  Determination  Regarding  Eligibility 
To  Apf>ly  for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-1836:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  21. 1977  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  March  18,  1977 
which  was  filed  by  International 
Ladies’  Garment  Workers’  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  dresses  at  the  Wilkes-Barre, 
Pa.  plant  of  Val  Sportswear. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  5.  1977  (42  FR  18158).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Val 
Sportswear,  its  customers,  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Inter¬ 
national  Trade  Commission,  industry 
analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated: 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely: 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production:  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  Imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sales 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  Is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any 
other  criteria  have  been  met  in  1976, 
criterion  (2)  has  not  been  met.  With¬ 
out  regard  to  whether  any  other  crite¬ 
ria  have  been  met  in  the  first  6 
months  of  1977,  criterion  (1)  has  not 
been  met. 

Val  Sportswear  is  a  contractor  that 
sews  and  assembles  women’s  dresses 
for  a  dress  manufacturer. 

In  1976,  production  of  women’s 
dresses  at  Val  Sportswear  increased 
35.3  percent  in  quantity  compared  to 
1975.  Sales  equal  production  at  Val. 
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In  the  first  6  months  of  1977,  em¬ 
ployment  at  Val  SpcHtswear  increased 
25.5  percent  compcu^d  to  the  first  6 
months  of  1976. 

Conclusion 

With  respect  to  1976,  it  is  concluded 
that  neither  sales  nor  production  de¬ 
clined  at  Val  Sportswear  located  in 
Wilkes-Barre,  Pa.  as  required  for  certi¬ 
fication  under  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974. 

With  respect  to  the  first  6  months  of 
1977,  it  is  concluded  that  a  significant 
number  or  proportion  of  workers  at 
the  Val  Sportswear  Co.  located  in 
Wilkes-Barre,  Pa.  have  not  become  to¬ 
tally  or  partially  separated  as  required 
for  certification  under  section  222  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Therefore,  all  workers  at  the  Val 
Sportswear  Co.  located  in  Wilkes- 
Barre,  Pa.  are  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  23d 
day  of  November  1977. 

Harry  Grubert, 
Director,  Office  of 
Foreign  Economic  Research. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34917  Filed  12-5-77:  8:45  am] 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-1205] 

W  B  F  MANUFACTURING  CO.  BUFFALO,  N.Y. 

Negotivo  Determination  Regarding  Eligibility 
To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjuetment  Astittonco 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-1205:  Investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
October  26,  1976  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  October 
26,  1976  which  was  filed  by  three 
workers  of  the  W  &  F  Manufacturing 
Co.,  Buffalo,  N.Y.  on  behalf  of  work¬ 
ers  and  former  workers  producing  can¬ 
dles  and  candle  items,  syrup  items  and 
scented  wax  figurines  at  the  W  &  F 
Manufacturing  Co.,  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  P’ederal  Register  on  No¬ 
vember  19,  1976  <41  FR  51147).  No 
public  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  W  &  F 
Manufacturing  Co.,  its  customers,  the 
United  Steelworkers  of  America,  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  the 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission, 
industry  analysts,  and  Department 
files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 


sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers'  firm,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof,,  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated: 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  imported  in  Increased 
quantities,  either  actual  or  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production:  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  imports  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  in  sides 
or  production.  The  term  “contributed  im¬ 
portantly”  means  a  cause  which  is  impor¬ 
tant  but  not  necessarily  more  important 
than  any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met,  for 
workers  engaged  in  the  production  of 
candles  and  candle  items  (including 
scented  wax  figurines),  criterion  (4) 
has  not  been  met;  and  for  workers  en¬ 
gaged  in  production  of  syrup  items, 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

Candles  and  Candle  Items  (Including 
Scented  Wax  Figurines) 

Customers  representing  approxi¬ 
mately  45.7  percent  of  W  &  F  Manu¬ 
facturing  Co.  sales  of  candles  and 
candle  items  indicated  that  they  had 
not  switched  their  purcahses  of  such 
items  from  W  &  F  Manufacturing  Co. 
to  foreign  sources  during  the  1974- 

1976  period.  Customers  stated  that 
much  of  the  machinery  used  in  pro¬ 
duction  at  W  &  P  Manufacturing  Co. 
is  patented,  so  that  candle  items  man¬ 
ufactured  by  the  company  are  not 
available  elsewhere. 

Syrup  Items 

No  syrup  items  were  imported  into 
the  United  States  during  the  1972- 

1977  period. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  can¬ 
dles  and  candle  items,  scented  wax  fi¬ 
gurines  and  syrup  items  produced  at 
W  «&  F  Manufacturing  Company,  Buf¬ 
falo,  New  York  did  not  contribute  im¬ 
portantly  to  the  total  or  partial  sepa¬ 
rations  of  workers  at  that  plant  as  re¬ 
quired  for  certification  under  section 
222  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
23rd  day  of  November  197'7. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration,  and  Planning. 
IFR  Doc  77-34918  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  4^  NO.  234-TUESDAY,  DECEMBER  6,  1977 


NOTICES 


61695 


[4510-28] 

[TA-W-24441 

ZENITH  RADIO  CORP.,  WEST  POTOMAC 
AVENUE  WAREHOUSE,  CHICAGO,  ILL. 

Terittiraliofi  of  Invoitigotion 

Pursuant  to  section  221  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974.  an  investigation  was  initi¬ 
ated  on  October  12,  1977  in  response 
to  a  worker  petition  received  on  that 
date  which  was  filed  by  the  Indepen¬ 
dent  Radionic  Workers  of  America 
(IRWA)  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  at  the  warehouse  at 
3501  W.  Potomac  Avenue,  Chicago,  Il¬ 
linois  of  the  Zenith  Radio  Corpora¬ 
tion.  Chicago.  Illinois. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Oc¬ 
tober  25.  1977  (42  FR  56376).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

During  the  course  of  the  investiga¬ 
tion,  it  was  established  that  all  em¬ 
ployment  at  the  warehouse  located  at 
3501  West  Potomac  Avenue.  Chicago, 
Ill.  was  terminated  in  the  Spring  of 
1976  when  the  warehouse  was  closed. 
Section  223(b)(1)  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974  states  that  a  certification  under 
this  section  shall  not  apply  to  any 
worker  whose  last  total  or  partial  sep¬ 
aration  from  the  firm  or  appropriate 
subdivision  of  the  firm  occurred  more 
than  twelve  months  before  the  date  of 
the  filing. 

The  signature  date  of  the  petition  in 
this  case  is  October  3,  1977  and,  thus, 
workers  terminated  prior  to  October  3, 
1976  are  not  eligible  for  program  bene¬ 
fits  under  Title  II.  Chapter  2.  Sub 
chapter  B  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this 
29th  day  of  November  1977. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director.  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustmen  t  Assistance. 

[PR  Doc  77  34919  Piled  12-5-77,  8:45  am] 

[4510  28} 

OHte«  of  th»  Socretory 

INVESTIGATIONS  REGARDING  CERTIFICA¬ 
TIONS  OF  ELIGIBILITY  TO  APPLY  FOR 

WORKER  ADJUSTMENT  ASSISTANCE 

Petitions  have  been  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  Labor  under  section 
221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the 
Act")  and  are  identified  in  the  Appen¬ 
dix  to  this  notice.  Upon  receipt  of 
these  petitions,  the  Director  of  the 
Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assis¬ 
tance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  has  instituted  investigations 
pursuant  to  section  221(a)  of  the  Act 
and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  each  of  the  investi¬ 
gations  is  to  determine  whether  abso¬ 
lute  or  relative  increases  of  imports  of 
articles  like  or  directly  competitive 


with  articles  produced  by  the  workers’ 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof  have  contributed  importantly 
to  an  absolute  decline  in  sales  or  pro¬ 
duction,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or  subdi¬ 
vision  and  to  the  actual  or  threatened 
total  or  partial  separation  of  a  signifi¬ 
cant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision. 

Petitioners  meeting  these  eligibility 
requirements  will  be  certified  as  eligi¬ 
ble  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  II,  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  sub¬ 
part  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90.  The  investi¬ 
gations  will  further  relate,  as  appro¬ 
priate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tions  began  or  threatened  to  begin  and 
the  subdivision  of  the  firm  involved. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioners  or  any  other  persons  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject 
matter  of  the  investigations  may  re¬ 
quest  a  public  hearing,  provided  such 


request  is  filed  in  writing  with  the  Di¬ 
rector.  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  at  the  address  shown  below, 
not  later  than  December  19,  1977. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  regarding 
the  subject  matter  of  the  investiga¬ 
tions  to  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the  address 
shown  below,  not  later  than  December 
19.  1977. 

The  petitions  filed  in  this  case  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  Office 
of  the  Director.  Office  of  Trade  Ad¬ 
justment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Inter¬ 
national  Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor,  200  Constitution 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this 
23rd  day  of  November  1977. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 


Appendix 


Petitioner  union/ 
workers  or  former 
workers  of— 

Location 

Date  Date  of 
received  petition 

Petition  No. 

Articles  produced 

Aliquippa  Sc  Southern 
RR  Co,  (United 
Transpoftation 
Union). 

Aliquippa,  Pa . 

.11/14/77  11/7/77 

TA-W-2.644 . 

...  Continuous  weld  pipe, 

seamless  pipe  and  i 

electric  weld  pipe. 

Avtex  Fibers,  Inc 

Nitro,  W  Va . 

.11/14/77 11/11/77 

TA-W  2.645 . 

...  Rayon  staple  fibers.  ! 

(workers) 

Bessemer  6c  Lake  Erie 
Railroad  Company 
(workers). 

Greemiille.  Pa .... 

.11/14/77  11/7/77 

TA-W  2.646 . . 

...  Transporting  iron  ore.  > 

coal,  coke  and  lime 
products  essentiai  in  the 
manufacturing  of  steel. 

Bethlehem  Mines 

Corp  (workers). 

Hanover.  Pa . 

.11/14/77  11/5/77 

TA-W  2.647 . 

. ..  Limestone  and 

metallergical  stone  for 
the  direct  production  of 
steel  making. 

Bethleticm  Steel  Corp 

Williamsport.  Pa  11/14/77  10/25/77 

TA  W-2,648 . 

....  Wire  rope.  ; 

(USWA) 

Bucyrus-Eric  Company 
(USWA). 

Gla.s.sport.  Pa . 

.11/14/77  11/1/77 

TA-W-2.649  .. 

....  Carbon  steel  and  specialty 
steel  castings,  forgings, 
slag  pots,  ladles,  hippers, 
bells  shells,  etc. 

Chicopee  Clothing 

Mfg.  Company 

Chicopee.  Mass.. 

.  11/14/7711/10/77 

TA-W  2,650 . 

....  Ladies'  car  coats  and  rain 
coats. 

(ACTWU). 

Clift  Manufacturing 

Boston,  Maas . 

,11/14/77  11/9/77 

TA  W-2.65t . 

.... 

Co.  (workers). 

Conaway-Winter.  Inc, 
(workers). 

Mountain  View. 
Mo. 

11/14/77  10/20/77 

TA-W-2.652 . 

....  Infants'  shoes. 

Cranston  Print 

New  York,  N  Y., 

,.  11/14/77  10/31/77 

TA-W-2.653 . 

....  Printed  fabrics. 

Workers  Co 
(company). 

Florsheim  Shoe  Co 
(United  Snoeworkers 

Hermann.  Mo . 

..11/14/77  11/8/77 

TA-W  2,654 . 

.  Men's  boots  and  low  cut 

shoes. 

of  America). 

Greene  Tanning  Corp. 
(workers). 

Milton  Mills, 
N.H. 

11/16/77  11/3/77 

TA-W  2.655...., 

.  Leather  tanning  for 

garments  bookbindings, 
wallets  and  shoes. 

Lincoln  Sportswesu- 
(workers). 

Boston.  Mass . 

.11/14/77  11/9/77 

TA-W-2.656.  .. 

.  Women's  sportswear  and 

jackets. 

Mount  Vernon  Mills. 
Inc.  (workers) 
Tallassee  Division. 

Tallassee.  Ala.... 

..11/23/77  ll,/9/77 

TA-W  2,657  ... 

.  Industrial  fabriis.  home 

furnishing  fabrlcas, 
bottom  weight  apparel 
Sind  print  cloth  fabrics. 

Union  Carbide.  Carbon 
Products  Division 
(Oil.  Chemical  & 
Atomic  Workers 

Clarksberg.  W'. 
Va 

11/15/77  11/15/77 

TA-W  2.658... 

.  Graphite  electrodes  and 

anodes  used  in  the 
production  of  carbon 
steel. 

Union). 

Vulcon  Mold  &  Iron 

Co.  (workers) 

Trenton.  Mich  .. 

..11/14/77  11/4/77 

TA-W-2,659.... 

.  Ingot  molds  to  sell  to  steel 

companies. 

Wells  Benrus  Corp. 
(company). 

Ridgefield.  Conn  11/16/77  11/3/77 

TA-W-2.660.... 

.  Mechanical  and  digital 

watches. 

[PR  Doc.  77-34880  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  ami 
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[4510-28] 

INVESTIGATIONS  REGARDING  CERTIFICA¬ 
TIONS  OF  ELIGIBILITY  TO  APPLY  FOR 

WORKER  ADJUSTMENT  ASSISTANCE 

Petitions  have  been  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  Labor  under  section 
221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the 
Act”)  and  are  identified  in  the  Appen¬ 
dix  to  this  notice.  Upon  receipt  of 
these  petitions,  the  Director  of  the 
Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assist¬ 
ance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  has  instituted  investigations 
pursuant  to  section  221(a)  of  the  Act 
and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  each  of  the  investi¬ 
gations  is  to  determine  whether  abso¬ 
lute  or  relative  increases  of  imports  of 
articles  like  or  directly  competitive 
with  articles  produced  by  the  workers’ 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof  have  contributed  importantly 
to  an  absolute  decline  in  sales  or  pro¬ 
duction.  or  both,  of  such  firm  or  subdi¬ 
vision  and  to  the  actual  or  threatened 
total  or  partial  separation  of  a  signifi¬ 
cant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision. 

Petitioners  meeting  these  eligibility 
requirements  will  be  certified  as  eligi¬ 
ble  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  II,  Chapter  2.  of  the  Act  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Sub¬ 
part  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90.  The  investi¬ 
gations  will  further  relate,  as  appro¬ 
priate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tions  began  or  threatened  to  begin  and 
the  subdivision  of  the  firm  involved. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90,13,  the  peti¬ 
tioners  or  any  other  persons  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject 
matter  of  the  investigations  may  re¬ 
quest  a  public  hearing,  provided  such 
request  is  filed  in  writing  with  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  at  the  address  shown  below, 
not  later  than  December  19,  1977. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  regarding 
the  subject  matter  of  the  investiga¬ 
tions  to  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the  address 
shown  below,  not  later  than  December 
19, 1977. 

The  petitions  filed  in  this  case  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  Office 


of  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Ad-  Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
justment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Inter-  21st  day  of  November  1977. 
national  Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Depart-  Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

ment  of  Labor,  200  Constitution  Director,  Office  of 

Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C,  20210.  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

Appendix 


Petitioner:  Union/  Location  Date  Date  of  Petition  No.  Articles  produced 

workers  or  former  received  Petition 

workers  of— 


The  Anaconda  Co.  Weed  Heights.  11/14/7710/26/77  TA-W-2.626 .  Mining,  concentrating  and 

Yerington  Mines  Nev.  precipitating  of  copper. 

Dept,  (company). 

Bonon  Footwear  Co.,  Auburn.  Maine....  11/14/77  11/4/77  TA-W-2.627 .  Canvas  footwear  for  men. 

Inc.  (company).  women  and  children. 

Bostonian  Shoe  Co.  Gardner,  Maine..  11/14/77  ll,/9/77  TA-W-2.628 .  Men's  casual  and  dress 

(workers).  .  shoes. 

Do.... .  Whitman,  Mass  ..11/14/77  11/9/77  TA-W-2.629 .  General  office  and  general 

warehousing  of  the 
companies  shoes. 

Do .  Lewiston.  Maine .  11/9/77  11/3/77  TA-W-2,630 .  Men’s  dress  and  casual 

Brown  Shoe  Co.  P<x»hontas,  Ark.  11/10/77  11/2/77  TA-W-2,631 .  Ladies’ dress  shoes. 

(United  Shoeworkers 
of  America). 

Chemionics  (workers)...  Pairlawn.  N.J .  11/8/7710/31/77  TA-W-2.632 .  Textile  chemicals  for 

printers. 

Hydroweave  Inc.  New  Bedford.  11/10/77  11/4/77  TA-W-2,633 . .  Grey  goods. 

(workers).  Mass. 

Jaffe  Brothers,  Inc.  Philadelphia,  Pa.  11/14/77  11/11/77  TA-W-2.634 .  Men’s  suiU  and 

(workers).  sportswear. 

Kelbler  Industries.  Inc.  New  Kensington,  11/14/77  11/1/77  TA-W-2,635 .  Demolition  equipment 

(company).  Pa.  used  exclusively  in  the 

steel  industry. 

Nevada  Northern  East  Ely,  Nev . 11/11/77  11/7/77  TA-W-2.636 .  Transporting  of  copper 

Railway  Co.  from  Kermecott  Copper 

(workers).  Corp. 

New  Knit  Lowell,  Mass .  11/11/77  11/7/77  TA-W-2.637 .  Men’s  and  boys’ sweaters 

Manufacturing  Co.  and  swimwear, 

(workers). 

Pittsburgh  Annealing  Pittsburgh,  Pa ....  11/10/77  11/4/77  TA-W-2,638 .  Annealing  covers 

Box  Co.  (USWA).  separators  plates,  and 

muffel  tub^. 

Rani-Merona  Corp.  Haverhill.  Mass  ..  11/11/77  11/3/77  TA-W-2.639 .  Canvas  shoes  (sneakers). 

(workers). 

Railbow  Girl  Coat  Co.,  Springfield,  11/11/77  11/4/77  TA-W-2,640 .  Girl’s  outergarments. 

Inc.  (workers).  Mass. 

Reed  Forest  Products,  Cheektowaga,  11/10/77  11/4/77  TA-W-2,641 .  Wallpaper. 

Inc.  (workers).  N.Y. 

Sunapee  Shoe  Co.  Newport.  N.H . 11/14/77  11/7/77  TA-W-2,642 .  Men’s  sneakers. 

(workers). 

Youngtimers,  Inc.  New  York,  N.Y  ...  11/10/77  11/7/77  TA-W-2,643 .  Women’s  and  juniors’ 

(ILGWU).  sportswear. 


[FRDoc.77-34881  PiletJ  12-5-77;  8:45  am) 


[7590-01] 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[D(x:ket  No.  PRM  100-33 

CENTRAL  MAINE  POWER  CO. 

Denial  of  Petition  for  Rulemaking 

On  August  12,  1976,  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (41  m  34123)  a 
notice  of  a  petition  for  rulemaking  on 
behalf  of  the  Central  Maine  Power 
Co.,  9  Green  Street,  Augusta,  Maine, 
requesting  amendment  of  the  Commis¬ 


sion’s  regulation  “Seismic  and  Geolog¬ 
ic  Siting  Criteria  for  Nuclear  Power 
Plants,”  Appendix  A  to  10  CFR  F*art 
100. 

The  petitioner  requested  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  amend  the  regulation  as 
follows,  either: 

(1)  By  adding  a  new  paragraph  to 
the  definition  of  “capable  fault”  im¬ 
mediately  after  section  111(g)(3): 

A  fault  is  not  a  capable  fault  within 
this  definition  where  movements  at  or 
near  the  ground  surface  are  caused  by 
types  of  forces  that  are  not  of  earth- 
quake-related  tectonic  origin,  such  as 
glacial  ice  shove,  glacial  rebound,  me- 
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teorite  impacts,  landslides,  fissures 
and  craters;  or 

(2)  By  adding  the  following  new  sen¬ 
tence  to  the  end  of  section  III(gKl): 

Such  movements  shall  be  of  earth¬ 
quake-related  tectonic  origin  as  dis¬ 
tinct  from  disruptions  resulting  from 
forces  such  as  glacial  ice  shove,  glacial 
rebound,  meteorite  impacts,  land¬ 
slides,  fissures  and  craters. 

The  petitioner  stated  that  it  was  re¬ 
questing  the  proposed  amendment  to 
eliminate  an  ambiguity  that  might 
exist  between  the  definition  of  “capa¬ 
ble  fault”  and  the  obvious  intent  of 
Appendix  A.  The  petitioner  argued 
that  the  present  definition  of  “capable 
fault”  in  section  Ill(g)  of  Appendix  A 
could  be  interpreted  to  include  any 
movement  of  a  fault,  even  movement 
of  nonearthquake-related  origin; 
whereas  the  purpose  is  to  require  con¬ 
sideration  of  movement  on  faults  of 
earthquake-related  origin.  The  peti¬ 
tioner  believes  that  the  present  defini¬ 
tion  of  a  “capable  fault”  could  present 
potential  interpretational  problems 
and  create  possible  future  delay  and 
financial  risks  while  regulatory  ambi¬ 
guities  are  resolved. 

Eighteen  public  comments  were  re¬ 
ceived.  Seventeen  comments  supported 
granting  the  petition  for  the  reason 
set  forth  in  the  petition,  that  is  to 
eiiminate  an  ambiguity  perceived  to 
exist  in  the  regulation.  None  of  the 
commenters  offered  technical  infor¬ 
mation  supporting  the  proposed 
changes.  One  commenter  argued  for 
denying  the  petition  stating  that  the 
regulation  is  not  ambiguous,  and  that 
a  fault  caused  by  unweighting  of  the 
crust  could  be  “capable”  and  warrant 
extensive  investigation.  Additionally, 
the  commenter  offered  a  number  of 
arguments  directed  specifically  at  a 
site  under  consideration  by  the  peti¬ 
tioner.  The  Commission  has  given  full 
consideration  to  the  comments  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  standpoint  of  a  gener¬ 
ic  change  to  the  regulation. 

By  letter  dated  February  3,  1977.  the 
Commission’s  staff  notified  the  peti¬ 
tioner  of  technical  difficulties  concern¬ 
ing  fault  movement  attributable  to 
“glacial  reboimd”  and  of  the  need  for 
technical  justification  to  warrant  the 
exclusion  of  a  fault  exhibiting  such 
movement  from  the  definition  of  a 
“capable  fault.”  In  past  licensing 
review  no  need  has  arisen  to  assess 
this  phenomenon.  The  Commission’s 
technical  staff,  based  its  scientific 
judgment  and  a  brief  review  of  the  lit¬ 
erature  concerning  “glacial  rebound.” 
concluded  that  “glacial  rebound”  may 
be  of  significance  with  regard  to  earth¬ 
quake  generation  and  fault  movement, 
and  that  technical  justification  needed 
to  be  provided  for  exclusion  of  a  fault 
exhibiting  such  movement  from  being 
considered  as  a  “capable  fault.”  Upon 
request  from  the  staff  for  further  in¬ 
formation  in  this  regard,  the  petition¬ 


er  by  letter  dated  February  15.  1977. 
requested  that  the  petition  be  modi¬ 
fied  by  striking  “glacial  rebound”  from 
the  proposed  amendments. 

The  Commission  also  invited  the 
U.S.  Gteological  Survey  to  review  and 
comment  upon  the  petition.  The 
Survey  advised  that  in  view  of  the 
limited  present  state  of  knowledge  of 
glacial  rebound  and  neotectonics,  the 
information  in  the  petition  did  not 
appear  to  be  sufficient  justification  to 
warrant  amendment  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  existing  regulations. 

The  Commission  has  concluded  that 
it  should  not  accept  the  proposed 
amendments  even  as  modified.  The 
Commission’s  bases  for  this  conclusion 
are  stated  below. 

Relatively  few  geologic  structures 
caused  by  meteorite  impact  exist  in 
the  U.S.  and  as  such  no  need  has 
arisen  to  assess  the  significance  of 
fault  movement  attributable  to  mete¬ 
orite  impact  in  past  nuclear  power- 
plant  licensing  review.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  considers  the  issue  of  meteorite 
impact  as  having  little  real  signifi¬ 
cance  to  future  site  assessment  be¬ 
cause  of  the  relatively  few  instances  of 
its  presence  as  a  geologic  phenomenon 
in  the  U.S.  Nevertheless,  from  a  gener¬ 
ic  standpoint  meteorite  impacts  may 
cause  the  development  of  considerable 
deformational  structures  which  can 
become  a  source  of  earthquake  activ¬ 
ity.  Therefore,  they  may  be  of  signifi¬ 
cance  with  regard  to  earthquake  gen¬ 
eration  and  surface  displacement.  As 
such,  faults  attributable  to  meteorite 
impact  warrant  case-by-case  analysis 
as  is  presently  provided  for  “capable 
faults.” 

Another  difficulty  with  the  proposed 
amendments  is  the  use  of  the  term 
“earthquake-related  tectonic  origin.” 
Application  of  this  term  in  a  regula¬ 
tory  program  would  be  difficult  and 
unpredictable  because  of  the  inability 
of  current  technology  to  clearly  distin¬ 
guish  between  earthquake-related  tec¬ 
tonic  processes  on  the  one  hand  and 
nonearthquake  related  tectonic  pro¬ 
cesses  on  the  other.  Moreover,  the  pro¬ 
posed  use  of  this  term  in  Appendix  A 
would  exclude  from  the  definition  of 
“capable  fault”  a  fault  exhibiting 
movement  of  nonearthquake  related 
tectonic  origin  such  as  “tectonic  fault 
creep,”  that  is  continuing  or  intermit¬ 
tent  slippage  on  a  fault  without  no¬ 
ticeable  earthquakes.  This  exclusion 
would  not  be  prudent  because  such  a 
fault  may  intermittently  exhibit 
earthquake  activity  and  tectonic  fault 
creep.  In  view  of  the  difficulty  with 
the  term  “earthquake-related  tectonic 
origin,”  adoption  of  such  an  expres¬ 
sion  might,  contrary  to  the  aim  of  the 
petition  to  improve  clarity  and  avoid 
unwarranted  litigation,  result  in  in¬ 
creased  litigation. 

It  is  the  view  of  the  Commission 
that  the  present  definition  of  a  “capa¬ 


ble  fault”  taken  together  with  the 
definition  of  “fault”  and  “surface 
faulting”  as  used  in  the  reguation.  as 
well  as  the  considerations  given  to  a 
“capable  fault”  throughout  the  regu¬ 
lation  provide  adequate  guidance  as  to 
of  the  type  of  fault  movement  war¬ 
ranting  consideration.  Although  “gla¬ 
cial  ice  shove”  might  be  added  to  the 
list  of  excluded  ground  disruptions 
cited  in  the  regulation,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  regards  this  as  unnecessary  since 
such  a  disruption  is  of  a  localized  and 
nontectonic  origin  and  as  such  would 
be  excluded  given  the  present  lan¬ 
guage  of  the  regulation. 

The  petitioner  also  expressed  con¬ 
cern  that  if  a  particular  structure  is 
defined  as  a  “capable  fault”  within  the 
scope  of  the  Commission’s  regulations 
this  would  make  the  site  of  that  struc¬ 
ture  unacceptable  for  a  nuclear  power 
station.  Appendix  A  to  10  CFR  Part 
100  does  not  specifically  prohibit  the 
building  of  a  nuclear  powerplant  near 
a  “capable  fault”  but  rather  requires 
an  investigation  of  such  a  fault  to  de¬ 
termine  its  safety  significance  and 
design  impact.  In  general  as  expressed 
in  USNRC  Regulatory  Guide  4.7, 
“General  Site  Suitability  for  Nuclear 
Power  Stations,”  sites  foiuid  to  be 
near  capable  faults  are  likely  not  to  be 
suitable  for  nuclear  powerplants.  How¬ 
ever.  the  Commission  recognizes  that 
sicuations  may  arise  in  which  a  site 
near  a  “capable  fault”  may,  upon  de¬ 
tailed  investigation,  be  found  suitable. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  petition 
for  rulemaking  filed  by  the  Central 
Maine  Power  Co.,  is  denied. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this 
29th  day  of  November  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  77-34815  PUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[7590-01] 

[Docket  No.  50-3331 

POW£il  AUTHORITY  OF  THE  STATE  OF  NEW 
YORK 

Ittwanca  of  Amandmant  to  Facility  Oparoting 
Lkansa 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  31  to  Facility  Operat¬ 
ing  License  No.  DPR-59,  issued  to 
Power  Authority  of  the  State  of  New 
York  (the  licensee),  which  revised 
Technical  Specifications  for  operation 
of  the  James  A.  FitzPatrick  Nuclear 
Power  Plant  (the  facility)  located  in 
Oswego  County,  N.Y.  The  amendment 
is  effective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

This  amendment  revises  the  provi¬ 
sions  in  the  Technical  specifications 
relating  to  the  schedule  of  sampling 
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for  ecological  studies  and  water  chem¬ 
istry  in  the  Nine  Mile  Point  area  of 
Lake  Ontario. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations. 
The  Commission  has  made  appropri¬ 
ate  findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and., 
the  Commission’s  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  in  10  CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are 
set  forth  in  the  license  amendment. 
Prior  public  notice  of  this  amendment 
was  not  required  since  the  amendment 
does  not  involve  a  significant  hazards 
consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined 
that  the  issuance  of  this  amendment 
will  not  result  in  any  significant  envi¬ 
ronmental  impact  and  that  pursuant 
to  10  CFR  §  51.5(d)(4)  an  environmen¬ 
tal  impact  statement,  negative  declara¬ 
tion  or  environmental  impact  apprais¬ 
al  need  not  be  prepared  in  cormection 
with  issuance  of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to 
this  action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  transmitted  by  letter 
dated  January  10.  1977,  and  (2) 

Amendment  No.  31  to  License  No. 
DPR-59.  Both  of  these  items  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
and  at  the  Oswego  County  Office 
Building,  46  East  Bridge  Street, 
Oswego.  New  York.  A  copy  of  Item  (2) 
may  be  obtained  upon  request  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  16th 
day  of  November  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

Robert  W.  Reid, 
Chief,  Operating  Realtors 
Branch  No.  4,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 

[FP.  Doc.77-34816  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[3110-01] 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use 
in  collecting  information  from  the 
public  received  by  the  Office  of  Man¬ 
agement  and  Budget  on  Nov.  29,  1977 
(44  U.S.C.  3509).  The  purpose  of  pub¬ 
lishing  this  list  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  is  to  inform  the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of 


information;  the  agency  form 
number(s),  if  applicable;  the  frequency 
with  which  the  information  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  collected;  the  name  of  the 
reviewer  or  reviewing  division  within 
OMB,  and  an  indication  of  who  will  be 
the  respondents  to  the  proposed  col¬ 
lection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear 
to  raise  no  significant  issues  are  to  be 
approved  after  brief  notice  through 
this  release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  daily  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  clearance  Office,  Office  of  Man¬ 
agement  and  Budget,  Washington, 
D.C.  20503,  202-395-4529,  or  from  the 
reviewer  listed. 

New  Forms 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

Neighborhood  housing  services  quarterly  ac¬ 
tivity  and  quarterly  grant  report,  quarter¬ 
ly,  neighborhood  preservation  organiza¬ 
tions,  Housing,  Veterans,  and  Labor  Divi¬ 
sion,  Caywood,  D.  P.,  395-3532. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Liquefied  petroleum  gas  use  survey,  EIA- 
32A,  single  time,  selected  LPG  distribu¬ 
tors,  C.  Louis  Kincannon,  395-3211. 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Impact  assessment  survey,  single  time,  50 
editors  and  publishers  form  contractor’s 
mailing  list,  Laveme  V.  Collins,  395-3214. 

DEPARTMENT  OP  AGRICULTURE 

Statistical  Reporting  Service,  attitude  study 
of  farmers  and  ranchers  concerning  agri¬ 
cultural  surveys  and  statistics,  single  time, 
sample  of  Dakota  farmers,  Ellett,  C.  A., 
Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and 
Standard,  395-6132. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  Census: 

1978  mail  list  update,  78-A4,  single  time, 
agriculture  associated  persons  and  busi¬ 
nesses,  Ellett,  C.  A.,  Office  of  Federal 
Statistical  Policy  and  Standard,  395- 
6132. 

Post  enumeration  survey— census  day 
household  roster,  follow-up  question- 
aire,  1977  Census  of  Oakland,  Calif., 
DH-825,  825A,  single  time,  households 
in  Oakland,  Calif.,  Richard  Eisinger, 
Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and 
Standard,  395-3214. 

Post  enumeration  survey— Current  house¬ 
hold  roster,  follow-up  questionnaire, 
1977  Census  of  Oakland,  Calif.,  DH-848, 
848A,  single  time,  households  in  Oak¬ 
land.  Calif.,  Richard  Eisinger,  Office  of 
Federal  Statistical  Policy  and  Standard, 
395-3214. 

DEPARTMENT  OP  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Navy,  national  study  of 
women’s  intentions  to  Join  the  military, 
single  time,  18-25  year  old  male  and 
female  civilians,  Marsha  Trajmham,  395- 
3773. 

DEPARTMENT  OP  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Office  of  education,  a  description  and  as¬ 
sessment  of  projects  funded  by  the  com¬ 
munity  education  program,  OE-567,  single 


time,  LEA,  SEA,  IHE  staff  cooperating  in¬ 
stitutes;  clients.  Human  Resources  Divi¬ 
sion,  Laveme  V.  Collins,  395-3532. 

National  Institutes  of  Health,  survey  of  ad¬ 
ministrative,  organizational  and  program 
practices  of  cancer  centers  (cancer  centers 
profile),  single  time,  cancer  research  and 
treatment  centers,  Richard  Eisinger,  395- 
3214. 

Office  of  Human  Development,  national 
study  on  selected  issues  of  social  services 
to  children  and  their  families,  singie  time, 
public  child  welfare  agencies,  Reese,  B.  F., 
Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and 
Standard,  395-3211. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  1978  OSHA 
prenotification  of  recordkeeeping  require¬ 
ments  and  survey,  annually,  employers  in 
private  sector  with  fewer  than  11  covered 
by  Pub.  L.  91-596,  Strasser,  A.,  395-6132. 

DEPARTMENT  OP  TRANSPORTATION 

Departmental  and  other  citizens  attitudes 
towards  transportation  issues,  single  time, 
cross  section  of  individuals  over  18  years 
of  age,  Strasser,  A.,  Office  of  Federal  Sta¬ 
tistical  Policy  and  Standard,  395-6132. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Social  Security  Administration,  records  of 
SSI  inquiry.  SSA-3462,  other  (see  SP-83). 
persons  who  inquire  about  payments 
under  Social  Security  Act,  Caywood,  D.  P., 
395-3443. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Mines: 

Copper  refinery  report,  6-1046M,  month¬ 
ly,  copper  refineries,  Ellett,  C.  A.,  Office 
of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and  Stan¬ 
dard.  395-6132. 

Copper  (smelter  report).  6-1045M,  month¬ 
ly,  copper  smelters,  Ellett,  C.  A.,  Office 
of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and  Stan¬ 
dard.  395-6132. 

Lode-mine  production  of  gold,  silver, 
copper,  lead,  and  zinc,  6-1178-AM, 
monthly,  nonferrous  metals  mines  and 
mills,  Ellett,  C.  A.,  Office  of  Federal  Sta¬ 
tistical  Policy  and  Standard,  395-6132. 

Extensions 

RAILROAD  retirement  BOARD 

Employers  report  of  contributions  under 
the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance 
Act,  DC-I,  annually,  railroad  employers, 
Caywood.  D.  P..  395-3443. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Statistical  Reporting  Service,  lamb  crop  and 
wool  inquiries  (Inventory  and  production), 
annually,  sheep  producers,  EHlett,  C.  A., 
Joan  Turek,  395-6132. 

DEPARTMENT  OP  DEFENSE 

Departmental  and  other  survivor  benefits 
program— application  for  annuity. 

DD1884,  on  occasion,  widows  and  depen¬ 
dent  children  of  uniformed  retirees, 
Marsha  Traynham,  395-3773. 
Departmental  and  other  survivor  benefits 
program— minimum  income  claim, 

DD1885,  on  occasion,  widows  of  uniformed 
services  of  retirees,  Marsha  Traynham, 
395-3773. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Employment  and  Training  Administration, 
application  for  alien  employment  certifi¬ 
cation.  MA7-50A.  rvIA7-50B.  MA7-50C.  on 
occasion,  aliens  seeking  admission  to  the 
United  States  as  immigrants,  Strasser,  A., 
395-6132. 

Philli?  D.  Larsen, 
Budget  and  Management  Officer. 
[FR  Doc.  77-34985  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  ami 

[3110-01] 

List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use 
in  collecting  information  from  the 
public  received  by  the  Office  of  Man¬ 
agement  and  Budget  on  November  28. 
1977  (44  U.S.C.  3509).  The  purpose  of 
publishing  this  list  in  the  Federal 
Register  is  to  inform  the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of 
information;  the  agency  form 
number(s),  if  applicable;  the  frequency 
with  which  the  information  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  collected;  the  name  of  the 
reviewer  or  reviewing  division  with 
OMB,  and  an  indication  of  who  will  be 
the  respondents  to  the  proposed  col¬ 
lection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear 
to  raise  no  significant  issues  are  to  be 
approved  after  brief  notice  through 
this  release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  daily  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Man¬ 
agement  and  Budget.  Washington. 
D.C.  20503.  202-395-4529.  or  from  the 
reviewer  listed. 

Revisions 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Discriptive  letters,  reply  postcard,  and  ques¬ 
tionnaires  for  investigations  into  possible 
noncompliance  of  motor  vehicles  with 
Federal  emission  standards,  on  occasion, 
motor  vehicle  owners,  dealers,  Ellett,  C. 
A..  Strasser.  A.,  395-6132. 

RAILROAD  RETIREMENT  BOARD 

Employer’s  supplemental  pension  report.  G- 
88P,  G-88P,l,  on  occasion  railroad  em¬ 
ployers,  Caywood,  D.  P.,  395-3443. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domestic  and  International  Business  Ad¬ 
ministration,  application  for  license  to 
enter  watches  and  watch  movements,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Pub.  L.  89-805,  D1B-834P,  annu¬ 
ally.  firms  interested  in  duty-free  watch 
quota.  C.  Louis  Kincannon,  395-3211. 
Bureau  of  Census,  census  employment  in¬ 
quiry  for  1980  census  pretest.  D-263. 
single  time,  job  applicants.  Strasser,  A.. 
Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and 
Standard,  395-6132. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Departmental  and  other  application  for  cor¬ 
rection  of  military  or  naval  record.  DD 
149,  on  occasion,  individuals  requesting 


change  in  military  records.  MarshR.  Trayn- 
ham.  395-3773. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Departmentai  and  other  State  grant  pro¬ 
gram  youth  conservation  corps,  statisticai 
research  information  sheet,  annually, 
camp  directors.  Strasser,  A.,  395-6132. 

Office  of  the  Secretary,  claim  for  relocation 
payments  under  Pub.  L.  91-646,  380,  a 
through  —  on  occasion,  displaced  persons 
applying  for  relocation  benefits,  Caywood, 
D.  P..  395-3443. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Statistical  Reporting  Service; 

Sugarbeei  acreage  and  production  (fac¬ 
tories).  other  (see  SF-83),  sugarbeet  pro- 
ce.ssors,  Ellett.  C.  A..  395-6132. 

Quarterly  report  on  Taro  Millings 
(Hawaii),  quarterly.  Taro  Millers.  Ellett, 
C.  A..  Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy 
and  Standard.  395-6132. 

Field  seed  stocks  survey,  annually,  seed 
dealers,  Ellett.  C.  A..  Office  of  Federal 
Statistical  Policy  and  Standard.  393- 
6132. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Economic  Development  Administration, 
Pretest;  (A)  Request  for  employee  address 
report:  and  (B)  Local  public  works  em¬ 
ployee  survey.  ED-748QA.  ED-748QB, 
single  time,  on-site  employees  of  local 
public  works  project.  Strasser.  A..  C.  Louis 
Kincannon.  395-6132. 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Adminis¬ 
tration,  annual  processed  fishery  products 
report.  NOAA  88-13,  annually,  wholesal¬ 
ers  and  processors  of  fishery  products, 
Ellett.  C.  A.,  395-6132. 

DEP.ARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Departmental  and  other  immigrant  alien 
questionnaire.  DD  Form  49.  on  occasion, 
employee  of  a  “cleared”  contractor  facili¬ 
ty.  Marsha  Traynham,  395-3773. 

Dep  artmentai  and  other  application  and 
authorization  for  access  to  confidential  in¬ 
formation  DD  48-2,  on  occasion,  employee 
of  a  “cleared”  contractor  facility.  Marsha 
Traynham.  395-3773. 

DEP.ARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION.  AND 
WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration.  ASHP/FDA 
Drug  shortage  monitoring  program,  FDA 
2925,  FDA  2926,  on  occasion.  ho.spital 
pharmacists.  Richard  Eisinger,  395-3214. 

Office  of  Education,  basic  educational  op¬ 
portunity  grant,  student  eligibility  report. 
OE  255-1,  on  occasion.  Post.  Inst's  in 
which  BEOG  students  enroll,  Laveme  V. 
Collins.  395-3214. 

Social  and  rehabilitation  service,  interview 
form  for  followup  study  of  former  voca¬ 
tional  rehabilitation  clients,  single  time, 
former  clients  of  VR.  Human  Resources 
Division.  Laveme  V.  Collins,  395-3532. 

Food  and  Drug  Administration,  drug  experi¬ 
ence  report  (on  effects  of  drug  usage)  FD- 
1639,  on  occasion,  manufacturers,  physi¬ 
cians  and  other  medical  professional. 
Richard  Eisinger,  395-3214. 

Office  of  Education; 

Application  for  determination  of  basic 
grant  eligibility  for  1977-78  academic 
year.  OE  255,  annually,  persons  request¬ 
ing  financial  aid  for  postsecondary  edu¬ 
cation,  Laveme  V.  Collins,  395-3214. 


BEOG  supplemental  form  for  1977-78  aca¬ 
demic  year.  OE  255-2.  on  occasion. 
BEOG  applicants.  Laveme  V.  Collins. 
395-3214. 

DEPARTMENT  Of  THE  INTERIOR 

Departmental  and  other  State  reporting 
form  youth  conservation  corps,  work  ac¬ 
complishment,  YCC  5,  annually,  project 
managers,  Strasser,  A..  395-6132. 

Departmental  and  other  youth  conservation 
corps  end  of  camp  questionnaire,  annual¬ 
ly,  youth  enrolled  in  State  YCC  program. 
Strasser.  A.,  395-6132. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 
Budget  and  Managew.ent  Officer. 
IFR  Doc.  77-34986  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4810-22] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Cu«toiD«  S«rvic« 

[T.D.  77-2831 

CUT-OUT  PLYWOOD  OiVIOERS  AND  CUT-OUT 
POIYETHLENE  DIVIDERS 

ln«truffl«nH  of  intornationol  Traffic 

It  has  been  established  to  the  satis¬ 
faction  of  the  Customs  Service  that 
cut-out  plywood  dividers  and  cut-out 
polyethlene  dividers  designed  to  hold 
vehicle  brake  drums  and  brake  discs, 
respectively,  are  holders  w’hich  are  de¬ 
signed  for  and  capable  of  repeated  use 
in  transportation  and  are  u.sed  in  sub¬ 
stantial  numbers  in  international  traf¬ 
fic.  The  flat  pieces  of  plywood  have 
circular  areas  removed  to  hold  brake 
drums,  preventing  their  lateral  move¬ 
ment  as  well  as  movement  of  the 
pallet  tops  securing  the  layers  of 
drums  and  dividers  set  atop  a  pallet 
base.  The  cut-out  polyethlene  dividers, 
designed  to  hold  vehicle  brake  discs, 
are  flat  pieces  of  polyethlene.  elevated 
and  molded  with  circular  cut-outs  to  . 
hold  the  discs.  j 

Under  the  authority  of  j 
§  10.41a(a)(i).  Customs  Regulations,  i 
(19  CPR  10.41a(a)(l)),  I  hereby  desig¬ 
nate  the  above-described  holders  as 
“instruments  of  international  traffic” 
within  the  meaning  of  section  322(a). 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (19 
U.S.C.  1322(a)).  These  holders  may  be 
released  under  the  procedures  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  section  10.41a  ^ 

J.  P.  Tebeau. 

Director,  Carriers, 
Drawback,  and  Bonds  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34853  Filed  12-5-77;  8:45  ami 


[T.D.  77-2841  j 

POLYETHYLENE  STARTING  TRAYS  I 

InttrwfflonH  of  Intornotional  Traffic  | 

I 

November  30. 1977.  < 

It  has  been  established  to  the  satis¬ 
faction  of  the  Customs  Service  that 
polyethylene  starting  trays  designed 
to  hold  vehicle  disc  brakes,  are  holders 
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[Public  Debt  Series.  No.  29-77] 

ONi-QUARTER  PERCENT  TREASURY  NOTES  OF 
SERIES  L-19S1 

Interetl  Rote 

December  1,  1977. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  an¬ 
nounced  on  November  30,  1977,  that 
the  interest  rate  on  the  notes  de¬ 
scribed  in  Department  Circular,  Public 
Debt  Series,  No,  29-77,  dated  Novem¬ 
ber  22,  1977,  will  be  TV*  percent  per 
annum.  Accordingly,  the  notes  are 
hereby  redesignated  TV*  percent  Trea¬ 
sury  Notes  of  Series  Lt-1981.  Interest 
on  the  notes  will  be  payable  at  the 
rate  of  7  Vi  percent  per  annum. 

Paul  H.  Taylor, 
Acting  Fiscal 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34870  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[7035-01] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Ex  Parte  No.  343] 

NATIONWIDE  INCREASED  FREIGHT  RATES  AND 
CHARGES— 1977 

In  an  order  served  November  10, 
1977,  the  Commission  found  that  with¬ 
out  the  proposed  5  percent  increase  in 
rates  and  charges,  sufficient  funds 
would  not  be  available  to  the  railroads 
to  defray  the  cost  escalations  shown  of 
record.  It  was  also  found  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  increase  was  necessary  to  pre¬ 
vent  a  further  decline  in  the  railroads’ 
overall  financial  condition.  The  Com¬ 
mission  therefore  declined,  subject  to 
conditions,*  to  suspend  X-343,  as  sup¬ 
plemented. 

As  indicated  in  the  prior  order,  how¬ 
ever,  the  Commission  instituted  an  in¬ 
vestigation  into  the  lawfulness  of  the 
rates,  charges,  and  regulations,  as  set 
forth  in  the  Tariff  of  Increased  Rates 
and  Charges  X-343,  as  supplemented, 
of  the  commodities  listed  below.  These 
commodities  have  been  selected  on  the 
basis  of  the  record  in  this  proceeding 
and  our  analysis  of  the  1975  waybill 
sample  which  indicated  that,  in  each 
case,  over  half  of  the  revenue  earned 
by  the  commodity  is  associated  with 
movements  which  returned  revenue  in 
excess  of  180  percent  of  variable  cost. 
That  analysis  is  attached  to  this  order 
as  an  appendix.  The  selected  commod¬ 
ities  are  as  follows: 


SPC  No. 

1.  Newsprint  paper . . .  57 

2.  Sodium  alkalies. _ ... . .  69 

3.  Industrial  cases . . 71 

4.  Sulphuric  acid .  73 

5.  Rubber,  natural  or  synthetic .  78 

6.  Manufactiued  Iron  or  steel .  100 

7.  Rscyclables . NA 

Based  on  the  above- described  analy¬ 
sis  of  the  waybill  sample,  several  other 
commodities  also  fell  into  the  group  in 
which  over  half  the  revenue  earned  is 
a^ociated  with  movements  which  re¬ 
turned  revenue  in  excess  of  180  per¬ 
cent  of  variable  cost.  The  Commission 
has  decided  not  to  Investigate  these 
commodities  for  the  following  reasons. 
In  the  case  of  wheat  and  barley,  it  was 
determined  that  an  investigation  did 
not  appear  warranted  at  this  time, 
given  the  pendency  of  Ex  Parte  No. 
270  (Sub-No.  9),  Investigation  of  Rail¬ 
road  Freight  Rate  Structure— Grain 
and  Grain  Products.  For  other  com¬ 
modities  in  this  group,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  determined  that  investigation  was 
not  warranted  because  no  protests 
were  filed  in  relation  to  these  com¬ 
modities  and/or  that  some  of  the  com¬ 
modities  were  moved  in  relatively  low 
volume. 

For  the  convenience  of  the  parties, 
the  Standard  Transportation  Com¬ 
modity  Code  (STCC)  associated  with 
the  SPC  numbers,  for  the  commodities 
under  investigation,  as  set  forth  in  Ex 
Parte  No.  290,  Procedures  Governing 
Rail  General  Increase  Proc.,  351  I.C.C. 
544,  628-635,  are  as  follows: 


SPC  Commodity  STCC  No.  ‘ 


57 .  Newsprint  paper .  26  211 

69 .  Sodium  alkalies .  28  122 

71 .  Industrial  gases .  28  128 

28  132 
28  133 
28  139 

73 .  Sulphuric  acid .  28  193 

78 .  Rubber,  natural  and 

synthetic .  08  423  20 

08  423  25 
28  212 

100 .  Manufactured  iron  or  steel .  33  122 

33  123 
33  124 
33  127 
33  151 
33  152 
33  155 

}  33  219  72 

k  33  566 

33  911  26 

34  411 
34  994  IS 

^  34  994  21 

34  994  23 
34  994  25 
34  994  52 
34  994  54 
34  994  60 
34  994  74 
34  994  75 


which  are  designed  for  and  capable  of 
repeated  use  in  transportation  and  are 
used  in  substantial  numbers  in  inter¬ 
national  traffic.  The  trays  are  a  flat 
base  with  sections  raised  to  conform  to 
the  design  of  the  brake  so  the  brake 
fits  securely  on  it,  preventing  its  later¬ 
al  movement  during  shipment.  The 
elevated  area  is  in  the  form  of  a  mold. 

Under  the  authority  of  section 
10.41a(a)(l),  Customs  Regulations,  (19 
CFR  10.41a(a)(l)),  I  hereby  designate 
the  above-described  trays  as  “instru¬ 
ments  of  international  traffic”  within 
the  meaning  of  section  322(a),  Tariff 
Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C. 
1322(a)).  These  trays  may  be  released 
under  the  procedures  provided  for  in 
section  10.41a. 

J.  P.  Tebeau, 
Director,  Carriers, 
Drawback  and  Bonds  Division. 

(FR  Doc.  77-34852  FUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[4810-25] 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Treasury  Department  Order  No.  150-88] 

COMMISSIONER  OF  INTERNAL  REVENUE 

Ucuonce  of  Immunity  Order*;  Delegation  of 
Authority 

November  29, 1977. 

Subject:  Treasury  Department 

Order  delegating  the  authority  for  the 
issuance  of  immunity  orders  pursuant 
to  18  U.S.C.  §§6002  and  6004  in  pro¬ 
ceedings  arising  under  the  laws  admin¬ 
istered  by  the  Internal  Revenue  Ser¬ 
vice. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
me  as  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in¬ 
cluding  the  authority  in  Reorganiza¬ 
tion  Plan  No.  26  of  1950,  there  is 
hereby  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Internal  Revenue  the  function 
under  Title  II  of  the  Organized  Crime 
Control  Act  of  1970  (18  U.S.C.  §6001, 
et  seq.;  84  Stat.  926),  with  the  approval 
of  the  Attorney  General,  to  make  de¬ 
terminations  and  to  issue  the  orders  to 
compel  the  testimony  under  a  grant  of 
immunity  of  any  individual  who  has 
been  or  may  be  called  to  testify  or  pro¬ 
vide  information  at  any  procee^ng 
before  the  Internal  Revenue  Service 
which  such  individual  refuses  to  give 
or  provide  on  the  basis  of  his  privilege 
against  self-incrimination. 

The  authority  herein  delegated  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue 
may  be  redelegated  by  him  to  the 
Deputy  Commissioner,  the  Assistant 
Commissioner  (Compliance)  and  the 
Assistant  Commissioner  (Inspection). 

Dated:  November  29, 1977. 

W.  Michaei.  Blumenthal, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34856  FUed  12-S-77;  8:45  am] 


■  Conditions  imposed  were  as  follows:  That 
the  increase  on  feed  grains  from  Midwest 
origins  to  New  England  points  shaU  be  no 
greater  than  3  percent.  That  there  shall  be 
no  increase  on  wood  chip  rates  in  Item  165 
and  180-series.  MP  Tariff  86-0,  I.C.C.  629, 
on  interstate  traffic. 


■The  4  or  5  digit  STCC  number  referred  to  also 
embrace  all  articles  assigned  additional  digits  listed 
thereunder  In  STCC  Tariff  1-E. 

The  following  recyclable  or  recycled 
commodities  will  also  be  the  subject  of 
this  investigation: 
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Commodity  STCC  No. 


Copper  concentrat« .  10  212 

Bakery  refiue .  20  511  IB 

Shavings  or  sawdust .  24  203 

Reclaimed  rubber .  30  3 

Rubber  or  plastic  scrap  or  waste .  40  26 

CuUet .  32  290  24 

Iron  or  steel  scrap .  40  211 

Blast  furnace  products .  33  119 

Copper  matte . 33  312 

Lead  matte .  33  322 

Zinc  dross  and  residue .  33  332 

Aluminum  residue .  33  342 

Misc.  nonferrous  metal  residue .  33  39B 

Ashes .  40  1 

Brass,  bronze,  copper,  or  alloy  scrap .  40  212 

Lead,  zinc,  or  alloy  scrap .  40  213 

Aluminum  or  alloy  scrap .  40  214 

Tin  scrap .  40  219  60 

Textile  waste .  22  941 

22  973 
22  994 
40  22 

Wood  scrap .  40  23 

Municipal  garbage .  20  291  14 

Paper  waste  or  scrap .  40  241 

Shipping  containers  or  devices  returned 

empty .  •  42  1 

Beverage  containers  returned  empty .  42  111  42 

Bags,  old .  41  114  34 

Bags,  old,  value  for  conversion .  41  115  BO 

Waste,  calcium  sulfate,  otherwise  known 

as  chemical  gypsum .  2B  719  40 

chemical  or  petroleum  waste .  40  25 


•Except  42  111  42. 

All  common  carriers  by  railroad  sub¬ 
ject  to  Part  I  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  are  respondents  and  as  such 
they  have  the  burden  of  proof  in,  the 
investigation. 


It  is  ordered:  That  this  proceeding 
be  handled  under  modified  procedure 
as  provided  by  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice,  except  that  20  copies  of  all 
statements  submitted  shall  be  filed 
with  the  Commission,  and  that  the 
filing  and  service  of  pleadings  be  as 
follows: 

(a)  Opening  statements  of  facts  and 
arguments  may  be  submitted  by  re¬ 
spondents  no  later  than  December  30, 
1977, 

(b)  Statements  by  shippers  ^and 
other  parties  to  this  proceeding  may 
be  submitted  no  later  than  January 
30,  1978. 

(c)  Reply  statements  by  respondents 
may  be  submitted  no  later  than  Febru¬ 
ary  20.  1978. 

Notice  is  given  that  petitions  and 
motions  filed  with  regard  to  this  inves¬ 
tigation  may  be  disposed  of  in  the 
Commission’s  report.  Accordingly,  all 
parties  should  proceed  upon  the  as¬ 
sumption  that  the  pendency  of  a  peti¬ 
tion  or  motion  will  not  justify  any 
party’s  failure  to  comply  with  the 
scheduled  due  date  for  filing  of  state¬ 
ments. 

In  the  eveny  any  increases  resulting 
from  the  application  of  this  tariff 
exceed  the  increases  subsequently  ap¬ 
proved  or  prescribed  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  the  carriers  will  be  required  to 
refund  the  difference  between  the  in¬ 


crease  resulting  from  the  application 
thereof  and  any  increases  which  may 
subsequently  be  approved  or  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  with  interest  as  specified 
in  section  15(8)(e).  Respondents’ 
master  tariff  contains  an  appropriate 
“Provision  for  Refund”  in  the  form  re¬ 
quired  by  our  order  served  September 
29.  1977,  with  a  provision  for  interest 
at  6.25  percent. 

A  copy  of  this  order  will  be  served  on 
each  party  to  the  proceeding  in  Ex 
Parte  No.  343,  Nationwide  Increased 
Freight  Rates  and  charges— 1977,  on 
the  Administrator  of  the  Environmen¬ 
tal  Protection  Agency,  the  Secretary 
of  Transportation,  and  the  Governor 
of  each  State.  A  copy  will  also  be  de¬ 
posited  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
Washington.  D.C..  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion.  In  addition  statutory  notice  of 
the  substance  and  procedures  in  this 
investigation  will  be  given  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  public  by  delivering  a  copy  to  the 
Director.  Office  of  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  for  publication. 

Decided:  November  25.  1977. 

By  the  Commission.  (Commissioners 
Brown  and  Clapp  not  participating.) 

H.  G.  HoBime,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 


APl'f  NOIK 

lU- KElATIONSlUPi,:  HICK  RtVi:Nl'E  CC>MM(Hin  □:  .S 
(INTEHSTATE  ONLVl 


SPC 

COMMdDn V 

TONNAGE 

RfJV'ENKE. 

pKHCtrrr  ok 

PI  ftCK  NT  OF 

PERCENT  OF 

PERCENT  OF 

PERCENT  OF 

PERCENt  OF 

PERCENT  C>F 

PERCENT  OF 

PERCENT  OF 

CODE 

(OUOj 

TONNAGK 

ASSOCIATED 

TONNAGE 

TONNAGF 

TONNAGE 

TONNAGE 

TONNAGE 

TONNAGE 

ASSOCIATED 

H/VC  OVt:  R 

ltEVT:NlfK. 

R/VC  OVER 

R/VC  OVT  R 

R/VC  OVER 

R/VC  OVER 

R/VC  OVER 

R/VC  UNDER 

REVENUE 

1809?  US 

IHO'I 

180'? 

IrtOT 

IHO'I 

1801 

loo'l  US 

TOTAL 

OFFTCtAL 

SOUTHERN 

WTL 

SC>t?l'HUEST 

MT/PACIFIC 

TOTAL 

TF  RRITORY 

TERRITORY 

TERRHORY 

TERRITORY 

TERRHORY 

57 

Newsprint 

Paper 

13051 

259 

64.3 

65. 1 

4.2 

24.7 

0.0 

27.6 

7.  8 

0.8 

0.5 

69 

Sodiuir 

Alkalies 

30240 

375 

52.9 

54.3 

20.9 

14.4 

1.4 

9.  5 

6.  7 

2.7 

2.9 

71 

Indusltial 

Gases 

31S03 

607 

50.9 

54.4 

20.3 

laT 

2.4 

U.  H 

5.7 

8.1 

6.0 

73 

Sulphuric 

Acid 

1333» 

164 

55.5 

57.5 

20.4 

12.1 

3.4 

13.3 

6.3 

8.2 

9.3 

78 

Rubber, 

Natural  and 

Synthetic 

19001 

460 

47.6 

50.  8 

14.5 

8,5 

0.0 

24.6 

0.0 

4.4 

2.7 

100 

Manuf*  Iron 

or  Steel 

186725 

3329 

58.1 

54.7 

46.5 

4.L 

3.5 

2.4 

1.6 

3.5 

3.7 

[FR  Doc.  77-34772  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  ami 


17035-01] 

[Ex  E*arte  No.  252  (Sub-No.  2)1 

GONDOLAS 

Incwntiv*  P«r  Diam  Cliargat 

A  petition  was  jointly  filed  October 
14,  1977,  by  Chicago  and  North  West¬ 
ern  'Transportation  Co.;  Soo  Line  Rail¬ 
road  Co.:  Chicago.  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul 


and  Pacific  Railroad  Co.;  and  Trustee 
of  Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Co.,  requesting  that  the  Commission 
reopen  the  record  in  this  proceeding 
to  receive  evidence  not  available  at  the 
time  the  record  was  made,  or  in  the  al¬ 
ternative  to  stay  the  effective  date  of 
the  Commission  orders  served  April 
14,  and  September  Iff.  1977,  pending 
judicial  review  or  vacation  of  the  ef¬ 


fective  date  of  the  application  of  in¬ 
centive  per  diem  pending  judicial 
review. 

The  new  evidence  offered  by  peti¬ 
tioner  concerns  the  changed  economic 
conditions  and  future  forecasts  of  the 
steel  industry  that  has  occurred 
within  the  last  year.  Specifically,  the 
petitioner  alleges  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  conclusion  regarding  future 
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steel  producti(»  and  hence  a  shortage 
of  gondola  cars  has  been  thoroughly 
impeached  by  the  report  issued  on 
Friday,  October  7, 1977,  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrative’s  Council  on  Wage  and  Price 
Stability.  The  Chessie  and  Norfolk 
and  Western  Railway  replied  in  oppo¬ 
sition. 

In  order  to  allow  the  Commission 
sufficient  time  to  consider  in  full  the 
merits  of  the  petition,  the  effective 
date  of  the  incentive  per  diem  regula¬ 
tions  was  postponed  for  a  period  of  30 
days,  to  December  1,  1977,  by  order 
served  October  28, 1977. 

Our  preliminary  analysis  of  the  eco¬ 
nomic  information  referred  to  in  the 
petition,  along  with  other  economic 
data  indicates  that  our  prior  forecast 
for  future  gondola  car  demand*  most 
likely  will  have  to  be  revised  down¬ 
ward.  While  the  overall  economic  out¬ 
look  between  now  and  1985  has  not 
changed  dramatically,  expectations 
for  the  consumption  and  production  of 
steel  are  down  considerably.  Table  1, 
attached,  compares  the  current  eco¬ 
nomic  outlook,  as  measured  by  real 
gross  national  product  (GNP),  and 
current  expectations  for  steel  produc¬ 
tion  as  measured  by  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Board’s  index  of  steel  produc¬ 
tion,  to  forecasts  from  a  year  ago 
which  are  reflected  in  Ex  Parte  No. 
252  (Sub-No.  2).  As  shown,  the  down¬ 
ward  revision  in  steel  production 
ranges  from  12.2  to  21.0  percent  for 
the  1977-1980  period. 

Further  evidence  pointing  to  lower 
expectations  is  the  failure  of  U.S.  steel 
consumption  to  rebound  to  anywhere 
near  the  1973-1974  levels.  Based  on 
data  from  the  American  Iron  and 
Steel  Institute,  as  reported  at  page  14 
of  the  report  prepared  by  The  Council 
on  Wage  and  Price  Stability,  total  U.S. 
steel  consumption  reached  a  peak  of 
122.5  million  net  tons  in  1973.  The 
next  highest  year  between  1960  and 
1973  was  1968  with  a  total  U.S.  steel 
consumption  at  107.6  million  net  tons. 
In  1974,  total  U.S.  steel  consumption 
dropped  slightly  to  119.6  million  net 
tons  then  fell  to  89.0  million  net  tons 
in  1975.  For  1976,  total  U.S.  steel  con¬ 
sumption  recovered  to  101.2  million 
net  tons  and,  based  on  data  for  the 
first  half  of  1977,  will  reach  about 
108.2  million  net  tons  in  1977,  well 
below  the  1973-1974  levels. 

The  above  economic  data  Indicates 
that  a  review  of  the  Commission’s  pro¬ 
jection  of  the  future  demand  for  gon¬ 
dola  cars  is  warranted.  This  proceed¬ 
ing  will  therefore  be  postponed  to 
allow  the  Conunission  sufficient  time 
to  study  the  economic  issues  and  its 
prior  forecasts.  The  Commission  upon 
completion  of  its  analysis  will  report 
.  its  findings  to  which  the  parties  of 
this  pr(x;eeding  will  be  invited  to  com- 
ment  on. 

‘See  Ex  Parte  252  (Sub-No.  2),  Incentive 
Per  Diem  Charges— Gondolas,  353  ICC  612, 
622,  649. 


It  is  ordered:  (1)  That  the  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  in  the  Commission 
report,  353  ICC  612,  and  modified  by 
Commission  order  date  September  14, 
1977,  to  be  effective  November  1,  1977, 
and  postponed  for  a  period  of  30  days, 
be  now  postponed  for  an  additional  62 
days,  until  February  1, 1978. 

(2)  That  a  notice  of  this  order  shall 

Table  1 


Comparison  of  Current  Economic  and  Steel  Industry 
Forecasts  to  the  Outlook  a  Year  Apo 


(Billions 

X-252(2) 

Real  GNP 

of  1972  Dollars) 

Current  X  Revision 

Production  Index 
Basic  Steel  and  Vill 

X-2.'52^2^  Current 

Products 

Z  Ttevlslon 

1976 

1274.6 

1274.7 

— 

109.2 

105.1 

-3.8 

1977 

1359.3 

1335.8 

-1.7 

129.7 

102.8 

-20. 7 

1978 

1365.6 

1397.7 

2.4 

125.6 

lie. 3 

-12.2 

1979 

1413.0 

1423.3 

1.1 

125.4 

101.4 

-19.1 

1980 

1504.3 

1511.4 

.5 

140.9 

111.3 

-21.0 

1981 

1544.4 

1592.5 

3.1 

145.0 

129.4 

-10.8 

1982 

1576.7 

1621.6 

2.8 

142.0 

128.2 

-9.7 

1983 

1664.5 

1612.5 

-3.1 

154.2 

103.2 

-33.1 

1984 

1700.6 

1684.6 

-1.4 

156.1 

112.8 

-27.7 

1985 

1704.0 

1754.7 

3.0 

143.7 

137.4 

-4.4 

be  delivered  to  the  Federal  Register, 
for  publication  therein. 

Decided:  November  28, 1977. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman 
O’Neal. 

H.  G.  H(»yiME,  Jr. 
Acting  Secretary. 


Sources:  Kx  Parte  Ho.  252  (Sub-Ho.  2)  projections  —  7Ue  Data  Resources  V.S.  Lonf~ 
Tent  Bullltln,  Sunmer  1^76.  Current  projections  --  The  Data  Resource  l.S. 
Long~Tera  Review,  Fall  1977. 

[FR  Doc.  77-34774  Piled  12-5-77;  8:45  am] 


[7035-01] 

[Docket  No.  AB-55  (Sub-No.  12)1 

SEABOARD  COAST  LINE  RAILROAD  CO. 

Abandonment  in  Duval  County,  Jacicaonvillo, 
Fla.;  Findings 

December  1, 1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
section  la  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  (49  U.S.C.  la)  that  by  a  certificate 
and  order  dated  October  19,  1977,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively 
final,  was  made  by  the  Commission, 
Commissioner  Brown,  stating  that, 
subject  to  the  conditions  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  railway  employees  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Commission  in  Oregon 
Short  Line  RR.  Co.— Abandonment— 
Goshen,  354  l.C.C.  76  (1977)  and  for 
public  use  as  set  forth  in  said  order, 
the  present  and  future  public  conve¬ 
nience  and  necessity  permit  the  aban- 
domnent  by  the  Seaboard  Coast  Line 
Railroad  Company  and  abandonment 
of  operations  over  three  segments  of 
railroad  extending  from  milepost  ASJ- 
645.48  to  ASJ-646.22,  a  distance  of  0.74 
mile;  from  milepost  ASJ-646.77  to 
ASJ-647.10,  a  distance  of  0.33  mile; 
and  from  milepost  ASJ-648.77  to  ASJ- 
649.13,  a  distance  of  0.36  mile,  for  a 
total  distance  of  1.43  miles,  all  in 
Duval  County,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  A  cer¬ 


tificate  of  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  permitting  abandonment  was 
issued  to  the  Seaboard  Coast  Line 
Railroad  Co.  Since  no  investigation 
was  instituted,  the  requirement  of  sec¬ 
tion  1121.38(a)  of  the  Regulations  that 
publication  of  notice  of  abandonment 
decisions  in  the  Federal  Register  be 
made  only  after  such  a  decision  be¬ 
comes  administratively  final  was 
waived. 

Upon  receipt  by  the  carrier  of  an 
actual  offer  of  financial  assistance,  the 
carrier  shall  make  available  to  the  of¬ 
feror  the  records,  accounts,  appraisals, 
working  papers,  and  other  documents 
used  in  preparing  exhibit  I  (section 
1121.45  of  the  Regulations).  Such  doc¬ 
uments  shall  be  made  available  during 
regular  business  hours  at  a  time  and 
place  mutually  agreeable  to  the  par¬ 
ties. 

The  offer  must  be  filed  and  served 
no  later  than  15  days  after  publication 
of  this  Notice.  The  offer,  as  filed,  shall 
contain  information  required  pursuant 
to  §  1121.38(b)  (2)  and  (3)  of  the  regu¬ 
lations.  If  no  such  offer  is  received, 
the  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  abandon¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  January 
20,  1978. 

H.  G.  HoBUfE,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary 

[FR  Doc.  77-34869  FUed  12-5-77;  8:45  am 
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[6335-01] 

1 

U.S.  COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL 
RIGHTS. 

FEDERAL  REGISTER  CITATION: 
42  FR  61004. 

OF  PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT: 
November  30,  1977. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME 
AND  DATE  OP  MEETING:  December 
3.  1977,  at  1  p.m. 

PLACE:  Room  800,  1121  Vermont 
Avenue.  NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 

CHANGE  IN  THE  MEETING:  Meet¬ 
ing  cancelled. 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT  FOR  FUR 
THER  INFORMATION: 

Loretta  Ward.  Public  Affairs  Unit. 
202-254-6697. 

(S-1987-77  Piled  12-2-77;  2:10  pm] 
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FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m.,  Thurs¬ 
day.  December  8,  1977. 

PLACE;  Room  856.  1919  M  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  Commission  Meeting. 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Agenda,  Item  No.  and  Subject 

Creneral—l— Amendment  of  p.  81  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  to  provide  frequencies 
in  the  maritime  mobile  service  for  radiote¬ 
letypewriter  use  (Docket  No.  21353). 


General~2— Changes  in  the  status  of  advi¬ 
sory  committees  sponsored  by  the  commis¬ 
sion. 

Common  Carrier— 1— Modification  of  proce¬ 
dures  in  Docket  No.  20814,  investigation 
into  AT&T’s  multischedule  Private  Line 
(MPL)  tariff. 

Cable  Television— 1— Petition  for  reconsid¬ 
eration,  filed  by  Rust  Craft  Broadcasting 
Co.,  licensee  of  Station  WSTV-TV,  Steu¬ 
benville,  Ohio. 

Cable  Television— 2— Petition  for  partial  re¬ 
consideration.  filed  jointly  by  Television 
Wisconsin,  Inc.,  licensee  of  Station  WISC- 
TV,  Madison.  Wls.  and  Evening  Telegram 
Co.,  Superior,  Wis. 

Cable  Television— 3— Request  for  Tax  Certi¬ 
ficate,  filed  by^  Rahall  Communications 
Corp.,  former  owner  of  proscribed  inter¬ 
ests  in  a  television-cable  combination. 

Cable  Television— 4— Applications  for  con¬ 
sent  to  transfer  control  of  Fresno  Cable 
TV  Co.,  Inc.  from  American  Television 
and  Communications  Corp.  to  San  Joa¬ 
quin  Cable  ’TV,  Inc. 

Cable  Television— 5— Petitions  for  waiver  of 
section  76.501  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
filed  by  seven  broadcast /cable  combina¬ 
tions  which  have  beer,  required  to  divest. 

Assigrunent  of  License  and  Transfer  of  Con¬ 
trol— 1— Application  for  transfer  of  con¬ 
trol  of  West  Michigan  Telecasters,  Inc., 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  from  Elinor  Bunin, 
et  al.,  to  Wometco  Enterprises.  (TC-8257). 

Assignment  of  License  and  Transfer  of  Con¬ 
trol— 2— Applications  for  assignment  of  li¬ 
censes  of  stations,  KSL-FM,  Salt  Lake 
City.  Utah,  KAFM(PM).  Dallas.  Tex.. 
KRLD-AM,  DaUas,  Tex.  (BAPLH-210, 
BALH-2517  and  BAL-9028);  and  transfer 
of  control  of  KRLD-AM,  Dallas.  Tex. 
(BTC-8356). 

Aural— 1— Applications  by  Henry  M.  Lesher 
for  construction  permits  of  two  broadcast 
stations  in  Port  Pierce.  Fla.  (BP-20199  and 
BPH-9740)  and  Indian  River  Broadcasting 
Co.’s  opposition  pleadings. 

Aural— 2— A  joint  request,  filed  by  Robert 
B.  Taylor  and  Van  Buren  County  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,  Inc.,  to  allow  Taylor  to  with¬ 
draw  his  application  in  return  for  reim¬ 
bursement  of  expenses  (BPH-9988  and 
BPH-10012). 

Broadcast— 1— Rules  changes  to  allow  televi¬ 
sion  translator  stations  to  receive  broad¬ 
cast  signals  from  a  variety  of  input 
sources  (Docket  No.  20539). 

Broadcast— 2— Reassignment  of  UHP  ’TV 
Channel  60  from  San  Francisco,  Calif,  to 
San  Mateo,  Calif,  and  of  Channel  14  from 
San  Mateo  to  San  Francisco  (RM-287I>. 

Complaints  and  Compliance— 1— Review  of 
Broadcast  Bureau  ruling  (August  31,  1977) 
denying  Anthony  R.  Martin-Trigona’s 
complaint  against  WGN,  Chicago,  Ill.  for 
failure  to  grant  him  "reasonable  access" 
under  sec.  312(a)(7)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Samuel  M.  Sharkey,  FCC  Public  In¬ 
formation  Officer.  202-632-7260. 


Issued;  December  1, 1977. 

[S-1989-77  PUed  12-2-77;  3:56  pml 
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FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m.,  Wednes¬ 
day,  November  30, 1977. 

PLACE:  Room  856,  1919  M  Street 
NW.,  Washingfton.  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  Commission  Meeting. 
MATTER  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Agenda,  Item,  and  Subject 


General— 4— Executive  Director’s  presenta¬ 
tion  of  guidelines  for  Implementing  the 
Commission’s  new  working  hours. 

The  prompt  and  orderly  conduct  of 
Commission  business  requires  that  less 
than  7-days  notice  be  given. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Samuel  M.  Sharkey.  FCC  Public  In¬ 
formation  Officer,  telephone 
number  202-632-7260. 

Issued:  November  30, 1977. 

[S-1983-77  Piled  12-2-77;  2:10  pml 


[6712-01] 

4 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  Follows  oral  argu¬ 
ments  scheduled  for  9:30  a.m.  and 
10:30  a.m.,  Wednesday,  December  7, 
1977. 

PLACE:  Room  814,  1919  M  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Closed  Commission  Meeting. 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Issuing  instructions  to  the  staff  fol¬ 
lowing  scheduled  oral  arguments  on 
the  renewal  applications  of  Berlin 
Communications.  Inc.  for  WBRL-AM 
Berlin.  N.H.,  Docket  No.  20457  and  OU 
Shale  Broadcasting  Co.  for  KWSR- 
AM.  Rifle,  Colo.,  Docket  No.  20231 
(see  FCC  News  Releases  of  October  20, 
1977,  Report  Nos.  13432  and  13433). 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42,  NO.  234— TUESDAY,  DECEMBER  6,  1977 


61704 


SUNSHINE  ACT  MEETINGS 


Samuel  M.  Sharkey,  PCC,  Public  In¬ 
formation  Officer,  telephone 
number  202-632-7260. 

Issued:  November  30,  1977. 

(S- 1984-77  Piled  12-2-77;  2:10  pm] 


[6712-01] 

5 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION. 

Federal  Register  CITATION  OP 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT;  Vol. 
42,  Page  60831,  November  29,  1977. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME 
AND  DATE  OP  MEETING:  Follows 
9:30  a.m.  Open  Commission  Meeting, 
Wednesday,  November  30,  1977. 

STATUS:  Special  Open  Commission 
Meeting. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  This 
meeting  has  been  rescheduled  for 
Thursday,  December  8,  1977,  in  room 
856,  1919  M  St.  NW.,  Washington. 
D.C.,  commencing  at  the  conclusion  of 
the  9:30  a.m..  Open  Commission  Meet¬ 
ing. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Samuel  M.  Sharkey,  PCC  Fhiblic  In¬ 
formation  Officer,  telephone 
number  202-632-7260. 

Issued:  November  28,  1977, 

[S-1985-77  Filed  12-2-77;  2:10  pm] 
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FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  Follows  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Open  Meetings,  Thursday,  Decem¬ 
ber  8,  1977. 

PLACE:  Room  856,  1919  M  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Closed  Commission  Meeting. 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Agenda,  Item  No.  and  Subject 

Cable  Television— 1— Motion  for  a  declara¬ 
tory  order  in  Docket  No.  20218,  filed  by 
Service  Electric  Cable  TV,  Inc. 

Hearing— 1— Briefs  filed  pursuant  to  Com¬ 
mission’s  memorandum  opinion  and  order 
accepting  a  late  waiver  of  hearing  in  the 
San  Diego.  Calif.,  program  production 
show  cause  proceeding  (Docket  No.  20130). 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Samuel  M.  Sharkey,  FCC  Public  In¬ 
formation  Officer,  telephone 
number  202-632-7260. 

Issued:  December  1,  1977. 

[S-1986-77  Filed  12-2-77;  2:10  p.m.] 
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FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK 
BOARD, 

TIME  AND  DATE:  December  9,  1977, 
9:30  a.m. 

PLACE:  320  First  Street  NW.,  room 
630,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  Meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Mr.  Robert  Marshall,  202-376-3012. 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Concurrent  consideration  of  two 
limited  facility  applications— Santa  Fe 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Association, 
San  Bernardino,  Calif.,  and  Home  Fed¬ 
eral  Savings  and  Loan  A.ssociation  of 
San  Diego,  San  Diego,  Calif. 

Branch  office  application— Lake 
County  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  As¬ 
sociation,  Painesville,  Ohio, 

Sert'ice  corporation  activity  applica¬ 
tion— First  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association  of  Chicago,  Chicago,  Ill. 

Holding  company  debt  application— 
First  Charter  Financial  Corp.,  Beverly 
Hills,  Calif,  (parent  of  American  Sav¬ 
ings  and  Loan  Association,  Beverly 
Hills,  Calif.) 

Limited  facility  application— First 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Association 
of  Lincoln,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 

Consideration  of  amendments  relat¬ 
ing  to  servicing  of  loans. 

Branch  office  application— Jefferson 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Association 
of  Birmingham,  Birmingham,  Ala. 

Service  corporation  application— 
Great  Western  Union  Federal  Savings 
and  Loan  Ass(x;iation,  Seattle,  Wash. 

Applications  for  bank  membership 
and  insurance  of  accounts— Orange 
Coast  Savings  and  Loan  Association, 
Costa  Mesa,  Calif. 

Limited  facility  branch  office  appli¬ 
cation— Napa  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  Association,  Napa,  Calif. 

Application  by  the  H.  N.  and  Fran¬ 
ces  C.  Berger  Foundation  to  acquire 
Sacramento  Savings  and  Loan  Associ¬ 
ation. 

Application  by  Robert  M.  Barton  to 
serve  concurrently  on  the  board  of  the 
H,  N.  and  Frances  C.  Berger  Founda¬ 
tion  and  Financial  Federation,  Inc. 

No.  106,  December  1,  1977. 

tS-1979-77  Filed  12-2-77;  8:45  am] 
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BOARD  OF  GOVERNORS  OF  THE 
FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM. 

TIME  AND  DATE;  10  a.m.,  Monday, 
December  12,  1977,  The  closed  portion 
of  the  meeting  will  commence  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  open  discussion. 


PLACE:  20th  Street  and  Constitution 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20551. 

STATUS:  Part  of  the  meeting  will  be 
open;  part  will  be  closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Open  portion; 

Summary  Agenda;  Because  of  their  rou¬ 
tine  nature,  no  substantive  discussion  of  the 
following  items  is  anticipated.  These  matter 
will  be  resolved  with  a  single  vote  unless  a 
member  of  the  Board  requests  that  an  item 
be  moved  to  the  discussion  agenda. 

1.  Proposed  statement  to  be  presented  to 
the  Subcommittee  on  Financial  Institution 
of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Banking,  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Affairs  regarding  S.  1900,  a 
bill  entitled  “Interstate  Taxation  of  Deposi¬ 
tories  Act  of  1977’’, 

2.  Proposed  interpretation  of  Regulation 
A  (Extensions  of  Credit  by  Federal  Reserve 
Banks)  to  provide  that  a  bankers’  accep¬ 
tance  secured  by  a  field  warehouse  receipt 
covering  readily  marketable  staples  is  eligi¬ 
ble  for  discount  by  a  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
despite  the  fact  that  the  warehouseman  is 
an  employee  of  the  owner  of  the  goods. 

Discussion  Agenda: 

1.  Proposed  changes  in  procedures  regard¬ 
ing  Federal  Reserve  Agent's  function. 

2.  Proposed  report  to  the  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Corporation  regarding  the  com¬ 
petitive  factors  involved  in  the  proposed 
merger  of  Bank  of  McComb,  McComb, 
Miss.,  with  Southwest  Mississippi  Bank, 
Magnolia,  Miss. 

3.  Any  agenda  items  carried  forward  from 
a  previously  announced  meeting. 

Closed  portion: 

1.  Proposed  salary  structure  adjustment  at 
the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Cleveland. 

2.  Proposed  negotiation  of  competitive 
purchases  of  computer  equipment  at  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Boston. 

3.  Any  agenda  items  carried  forward  from 
a  previously  announced  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Mr.  Joseph  R.  Coyne,  Assistant  to 

the  Board,  202-452-3204. 

Dated:  December  2,  1977. 

[S-1990-77  Filed  12-2-77;  4:08  pm] 
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[USITC  SE-77-74] 

UNITED  STATES  INTERNATIONAL 
TRADE  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m.,  Thurs¬ 
day,  December  15,  1977. 

PLACE:  Room  117,  701  E  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20436. 

STATUS;  Parts  of  this  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  rest  of  the 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
PORTIONS  OPEN  TO  THE  PUBLIC: 

(1)  Agenda.  (2)  Minutes.  (3)  Ratifica¬ 
tion.  (4)  Equal  Employment  Opportu- 
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nlty  status  report.  (5)  Announcement 
of  employee  awards.  (6)  Further  con¬ 
sideration  of  comprehensive  research 
plans.  (7)  Petitions  and  complaints  (if 
necessary):  (a)  Electric  cookers.  (8) 
Any  items  left  over  from  previous 
agenda.  (9)  Project  on  Export-Import 
Bank  Financing. 

PORTIONS  CLOSED  TO  THE 
PUBLIC: 

10.  Consideration  of  a  staff  proposal 
for  a  section  337  investigation  on  steel 
(Docket  No.  470). 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Kenneth  R.  Mason,  Secretary,  202- 
523-0161. 

[S-1982-77  Piled  12-2-77;  11:11  ami 


[4910-06] 

10 

NATIONAL  RAILROAD  PASSEN¬ 
GER  CORP.  (BOARD  OP  DIREC¬ 
TORS  MEETING). 

In  accordance  with  rule  4a.  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  A  of  the  bylaws  of  the  National 
Railroad  Passenger  Corp.,  notice  is 
given  that  the  board  of  directors  will 
meet  on  December  14,  1977. 

A.  The  meeting  will  be  held  on 
Wednesday,  December  14,  1977,  in  the 
Pierre  Suite  of  the  Loews  L’Enfant 
Plaza  Hotel,  480  L’Enfant  Plaza  East, 
SW.  Washington,  D.C.  beginning  at 
9:30  a.m.  The  portion  of  the  meeting 
beginning  at  9:30  a.m.  will  be  closed  to 
the  public,  during  which  time  the 
board  will  consider  agenda  items  Nos. 
1  and  2,  as  identified  below. 

B.  The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  beginning  at  10  a.m.  starting 
with  agenda  item  No.  3,  as  identified 
below. 

C.  The  agenda  items  to  be  discussed 
at  the  meeting  follow: 

Agenda.— National  Railroad  Passenger 

Corp.  Meeting  op  the  Board  or  Direc¬ 
tors— December  14, 1977 

b:30  A.M.— closed  session 

1.  Internal  personnel  matters. 

2.  Litigation  matters. 

10:00  A.H.— OPEN  SESSION 

3.  Approval  of  minutes  of  regular  meeting 
of  November  16,  1977, 

4.  Route  criteria: 

A.  Progress  Report  On  Task  V:  (1)  Oak- 
land-Bakersfield;  (2)  Chicago-Seattle;  and 
(3)  Chicago-Houston/Chicago-Laredo. 

B.  Status  of  The  Floridian. 

C.  Status  Report  on  Tasks  III  and  IV:  (1) 
Kansas  City-New  York  City /Washington; 
and  (2)  Chicago-Oakland/San  Francisco. 

5.  Approval  of  approach  to  Joint  DOT- 
Amtrak  restructuring  study. 


6.  Commitment  approval  requests: 

A.  73-86S  E60CP  locomotive  modifica- 
tions-supplement;  B.  74-34-S2  Rohr  turbo¬ 
liner  program-supplemental;  C.  75-3  IS 
P30CH  locomotive  parts  inventory-supple- 
mental;  D.  76-224S  AMFLEET-barts  inven¬ 
tory-supplemental;  E.  77-104S  F40  locomo¬ 
tive-parts  inventory-supplemental;  F.  78-31 
“EE”  bearing  program  for  conventional 
cars-parts  Inventory;  G.  78-32  Washington 
Terminal  Co.-parts  inventory-capitalization; 
and  H.  78-33  Modernization  of  Beech 
Grove-phase  HI. 

7.  Board  committee  reports: 

A.  Audit /Finance:  (1)  FY1977  outside 
audit  report:  (2)  FY1978  internal  audit  pro¬ 
gram;  and  (3)  FY  1978  detailed  corporate 
budget. 

B.  Planning/equipment. 

C.  Northeast  corridor  improvement  pro¬ 
ject:  (1)  Status  of  1977  work  program;  (2) 
Status  of  concrete  ties  and  TLS  equipment; 
(3)  Status  of  Woonasquatucket  River 
bridge;  (4)  Status  of  labor  situation;  and  (5) 
Status  of  1978  work  program. 

8.  President’s  reports: 

A.  Operations:  (1)  National  operations;  (2) 
Operations  support;  and  (3)  Northeast  corri¬ 
dor  operations. 

B.  Marketing. 

C.  Government  affairs. 

D.  Other:  (1)  Ratification  of  Chicago 
Union  Station  Co.  proprietors'  agreement. 

9.  Financial  reports. 

10.  Approval  of  board  meeting  date  for 
February  1978. 

11.  New  business. 

12.  Adjournment. 

D.  Inquiries  regarding  the  informa¬ 
tion  required  to  be  made  available  to 
the  public  pursuant  to  Appendix  A  of 
the  Corporation’s  by-laws  should  be 
directed  to  the  Corporate  Secretary  at 
202-484-7679. 

Dated:  December  2, 1977. 

Elyse  G.  Wander, 
Corporate  Secretary. 
lS-1988-77  Filed  12-2-77;  3:45  pm] 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COM¬ 
MISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  Thursday,  Decem¬ 
ber  8,  1977. 

PLACE:  Commissioners’  Conference 
Room,  1717  H  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 


STATUS:  Open  (additional  items). 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Thursday,  December  8—2  p.m. 

1.  NRC/ACRS  Joint  Meeting 
(Approx.  1V4  hrs.)  (as  announced) 
(public  meeting).  Supplemental  infor¬ 
mation:  Discussion  will  include:  (a)  Ap¬ 
pointment  of  two  new  ACRS  members 
to  fill  forthcoming  vacancies;  (b)  Plan 


to  implement  the  ACRS  fellowship 
program;  (c)  Status  of  ACRS  report  to 
Congress  on  the  NRC  reactor  safety 
research  program;  (d)  ACRS  activities 
regarding  review  of  transportation  of 
radioactive  materials;  and  (e)  Impact 
on  ACRS  activities  of  proposed  legisla¬ 
tion  to  reform  the  regulatory  process. 

2.  Discussion  of  FTT  1978  domestic 
safeguards  technical  a.ssistance  and  re¬ 
search  con^actual  projects  (tentative) 
(Approx.  IVfe  hrs.)  (public  meeting). 
(Replaces  Discussion  of  Export  Mat¬ 
ters.) 

3.  Affirmation  Items:  (5  min.)  (public 
meeting):  (a)  Petition  for  rulemaking 
PRM-50-19:  part  3,  stationing  a  full¬ 
time  Federal  employee  in  a  reactors’ 
control  room;  (b)  Spark  gap  irradia¬ 
tors:  Commission  response  to  petition 
to  exempt:  (c)  Motion  by  the  Florida 
cities  to  lodge  papers  relating  to  al¬ 
leged  antitrust  violations  (St.  Lucie, 
units  1  and  2,  Turkey  Point  plant, 
units  3  and  4);  and  (d)  (Tentative)— 
Approval  of  extension  of  time  for  staff 
response  on  UCS. 

Note.— The  affirmations  will  consist  of 
votes  on  matters  previously  reviewed  indi¬ 
vidually  by  the  Commissioners  and  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  take  no  more  than  5  minutes. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Walter  Magee,  202-634-1410. 

Dated:  December  1, 1977. 

Walter  Magee, 
Office  of  the  Secretary. 

[S.  1981-77  FUed  12-2-77;  11:11  am] 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  December  1,  1977, 
10:35  a.m. 

PLACE:  Room  825,  500  North  Capitol 
Street,  Washington.  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  Meeting. 

At  an  open  meeting  on  Thursday, 
December  1,  1977,  at  10:35  a.m.,  the 
Commission  considered  the  following 
item: 

Order  approving  proposed  rule 
changes  filed  by  the  New  York  Stock 
Exchange.  Inc.  concerning  restrictions 
on  outside  employment,  financial,  and 
business  interests  of  members  and  em¬ 
ployees. 

Commissioners  Evans,  Pollack,  and 
Karmel  determined  that  Commission 
business  required  consideration  of  this 
matter  and  that  no  earlier  notice 
thereof  was  possible. 

December  1.  1977. 
(S-1980-77  Filed  12-2-77;  8:45  ami 
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